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• THE 

H I S T O R Y 

OF THE 

Proceedings and Debates 

/ Of the SIXTH SESSION of the 

HOUSE of COMMONS 

O F TH E 

Fourteenth Parliament of Great Britain. 

Appointed to be held at fVeftminfier^ on Thurfday^ the 25th 
Day of November y 1779. 

The Authentic Minutes on the further hearing of the Complaint 
refpe£ling the Borough of Milbornc Port. 

Mr. John Hyde. 
Q. '^HEN you fay, the treaty was carried into executioil 
^ with refpeft to Mr. Walter's property ? Do you 
mean the transfer of the property from Mr. Walter to Mr. 
Lloyd, or from Mr. Lloyd to Mr. Medlycot, or both ? 

A. The transfer was firft from Mr. Walter to Mr. Lloyd, 
and afterwards from Mr. Lloyd to Mr. Medlycot. I have 
feen both the deeds, and Mr. Medlycot has received half a 
year's rent, due laft Michaelmas. 

Q. Have you feen, at any time, a note given by Mr. Hal- 
let to Mr. Medlycot, for 300I. or thereabouts ? — A. Yes. 

(^ Whether Mr. Medlycot exprefled a difpofition to give 
up Mr. Lmtrell, or otherwife? 

A. Mr. Medlycot was always very averfe to give up Mr; 
Luttrell, till fuch time as his brother came from London, 
and when his brother came from London, and told him^ 
what had paflcd between Mr. Robinfon and him, he fecmed 
very much difpleafed at it. 

Q. How do you know Mr. Medlycot was difpleafed? 

l^efiiott $ije^ed to — fTtthdretv. 
[Called tn again,'] 

Q. Did you ever icad a conveyance from Mr. Llovd to 
Mr. Medlycot of Mr. Walter's property at Milborne Port? 

Vol. XVII e \CiaftA 
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Q. Are you not indebted a confiderabte fum to Mr. Med* 
lycot ? [^ejtion withdrawm 

Q. Have you, or have you not, in confequence of Mr. 
Medlycot having taken your goods in execution^ declared 
that you vv^ould be revenged of Mr. Medlycot ? 

[^eftim ohje6ied to-^JVithdrew^ 
\Called in again.] 

Q. What was Mr. LuttreH's anfwer, and on what grouQ4 
did he obje£): to the attempting a compromife with Lord. 
North? ,; 

A. As well as I cap recolleft, Mr. Luttrell's anfwer wasj 
that not only his honour was very much wounded in this re- 
fpe&y but that it was a great national affair, and ought to be 
enquired into, and that he would not accept a feat on fuch 
terms, rior even ten feats. [ PFithdrfw, 

Mr. Samuel Daniel again called im 

The queftion and anfwer read in the former part of his 
evidence, refpeding the agreement executed at Yeovil re* 
fpefting the flgning the memorandum. 

Part of Hyde's evidence.— The draft of the agreement 
read. 

Q^ Was that the purport of the memorandum you recol- 
ledl to have fcen at Yeovil ? 

A. I don't believe it was. It was fo late in the day that 
if any thing of that kind was done I can't charge my memory 
with it. , 

?. Was you prefent when the memorandum was figned 
eovil ?— A. 1 think I was. 
. (^ Whoelfe? 

A. Mr. Lloyd, Mr. Hyde, Mr. Medlycot, 1 can rccollcft 
nobody elfe. 

Q. Was Mr. J. Daniel there ? 

A. He was in and out of the room^ but don't remembei: 
Jhe was there at that time. [fVithdrnu^ 

Mr. John Daniel. 

Q. Was you prefent at Yeovil when a memorandum was 
figned in or about February laft ? 

A. I came into the room at the time Mr. Medlycot had 
got a pen in his hand* I had been abfent an hour, and he 
was- writing his name tofomething, I don't know what, but 
I heard afterwards it was an agreement, but what it was, or 
the contents, I never knew. 



Q. Did you know it was a memorandum ? 
A. I can't tell what it 



t^ll what it V^asi 
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[Called in again,] 

Q^ Repeated — A. Yes, I have. 

Q. Havt you ever heard a declaration from Mr. Medly* 
cot, that Lord North was his man ; 

A. That queftion has been anfwered. 

Q. Repeated. 

A. Yes, I have heard him fay fo repeatedly, and I have 
rather checked Mr. Medlycot for ufing his Lordfliip's name. 

Q. What do you mean by checking Mr. Medlycot ? 

A. Blamed him— found fault with him for ufing his 
Lordfliip's name. 

Q. Have you reafon to believe, that his Lordfliip's name 
was ufed without authority ? 

A. I never fuppofed he had any other authority, than what 
arofe from that agreement. 

Q. Do you know where Mr. Lloyd reiided in the country 
at that time ? 

A. Yes, at Dillington, in the county of Somerfet, where 
Milborne Port is. 

Q^ Did Mr. Lloyd ever apply to you to raifc and pay re- 
cruits about the time of this tranfaflion for a corps, in which 
Captain North, the fon of Lord North, is an officer ? 
. A. Yes. 

Q. Did you taifc any men on that authority ? 

\_^uefiion obje£led to — fVithdrew. 
[Called in again.] 

A. Mr.Lloyd defired me, and 1 raifed two men. [Withdrew. 
\ Called in again,] 

Q. Was you not many years in confidence with Mr. Med- 
lycot ? [^ejlion objeSfed to-^Withdrew. 

[Called in again ^ \ 
, Q. Repeated. — A. Certainly, many years. 

Q: When did you firit give notice to Mr. Luttrell of this 
tianfaftion ?— N. B. This queftion put by Colonel Onflow. 

A. About a month ago. When I firft communicated this 
affair to M.^ Luttrell, I did not do it with an intention to 
bring it before the Houfe : my intention and requeft to Mr. 
Luttrell was for him to wait on Lord North, and to acquaint 
him that he was in pofleflion of certain fadls, in which I 
tbpiight his Lordfiiip might be involved, and I requefted Mr. 
Luttrell, at the fame time, to fpeak to him in a friendly man- 
OfiJi in order to compromife the matter, and if he could not 
fo.Qee«d in that poijit, this might be a prx)pcr enquiry before 
«^£9<Dmittee at the^ general -eleftion. 
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Then the queftion, thus amended, being put, the Houfe 
divided, aye$i5y noes 108. 

Mr. Robert Bryant. 

Ci The witnefs is defired to produce the two papers which 
he brought to Mr. Luttrell's houfe> and put into his hands, 
and which papers he perufed ; the conira£l between Mr. 
Waher and Mr. Lloyd, and another between Mr. Lloyd and 
Mr. Medlycot. 

A, The papers I flicwed to Mr. Lultrell were only drafts 
of contrails, and 1 told him fo at the time ; and I likewife 
told him that Mr» Medlycot had the originals epgroflpd from 
thofe drafts, 

Q. Who ingrofled thefe contradls ? 

A. My clerks. 

Q. Who attended the execution of thefe contracts ? 

[Oije^s to anjwer itj as the client is not to be acciifed out of the 
attorney s mouth .^ 

Q: Do you know that thofe contradls were delivered and 
left in Mr. Medlycot *s hands? 

[Objects to anjwer //.J [fFithdrew* 

Mr. John Hyde. 

Q. Whether Maurice Lloyd, at the time of his writing a- 
part of that memorandum, or draft of an agreement, , a f- 
fumed an authority for making ufe of Lord North's name 
therein? 

A. He ufed Lord North's name therein. 

Q. Was Mr. Lloyd underftood by the parlies fo to do ? 

[^eftion obje^ed to,'\ 

Q. You will report, if you are certain, that that paper 
was written entirely by Mr. Lloyd and yourfelf. 

A. I am very certain. 

Q. Was it in the pi:efence of Mr. Medlycot, or did he 
fee it ? 

A. I have already faid Mr. Medlycot was in the room all 
the time, and faw it. 

Q, By whofe direSion did you write your part ? 

A. By Mr. Lloyd's. 

Q. Did Mr. Medlycot know the contents of the lueraor 
randum ? 

A. Certainly. [JVithdrew. 

Lord North was heard in his place, and then he withdrew. 

And a motion being made, and the qi^eftion being pro- 
pofed, " That it appears to this Houfe, that there have been 
divers undue and corrupt praflices, refpe6lin^tK^t.U0C\^^^*l 
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<5i Whether before you abfented yourfclf, nothing paffed 
relative to what were to be the contents of that paper ? 

A. There was only one particular thing I heard talked 
of, that was relating to the purchafe of Mr. Waller's pro- 
perty at Milborne Port ; that was all I knew. 

Q. Did not you then apprehend, that when you faw Mr. 
Mediycot figning a paper he was figning an agreement to 
that efFe£l ?— A. I really did not know what it was. 

Q. What was the time you faw Mr. Mediycot take a pen 
in his hand ? 

A. About eleven or twelve at night. 

Q. From whom did you hear it was an agreement ? 

A. From the company in general. \fFithdrew. 

Mr. John Hyde — again. 

Q. Whether Mr. J. Daniel was prefent at the time that 
you and Mr. Lloyd jointly wrote the paper? 

A. He certainly was, and I have a paper here that was a 
propofition of Mr. J. Daniel, made at the fame time to bring 
about the contraft, written by Mr. J. Daniel ; the contents 
allude to the fame. 

l^Reads the paper, '\ 
: Mr. Mediycot defires to leave the affair of the purchafe of 
Mr. Walters intereft and property in the borough of Mil- 
borne Port to Mr. Lloyd, and he further confents to Mr. 
Lloyd's receiving to hihifelf and for his own ufe any deduc- 
tion in the price, provided it is not lefsthan 1300I. 

Q. Was that pajper agreed to by the parties ? 

A. There was a difpute about Qool. Mr. Lloyd offered 
aSool. Mr. Mediycot infilled on having 3COCI. at that time 
we were not exaflly certain what Mr. Walter would aflc for 
hisettate, and therefore in order that Mr. Lloyd fhould not 
exceed the fum of 2800I. Mr. J. Daniel drew tnis paper him- 
fclf in order to bring about an agreement. 

Q. Was Mr. J. Daniel prefent ? 

A. It was wrote at that time by Mr. J. Daniel, for we 
never had any other meeting. It was agreed at the firft 
meeting. [Withdrew. 

A motion was made, and the queftion being propofed, 

That the paper read at the bar by Mr. J. Hyde, purporting 
to be the draft of an agreement between Mr. Mediycot and 
Mr. Lloyd, ahd being in part in the hand writing of Mr. 
Lloyd, be delivered in at the table and read. 

Queftion amended, by inferting, after Lloyd, ** and the 

remainder in the hand writing of the witncfs, John Hyj^^-" 

/' Then 
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members to ferve in Parliament for the borough of Milborne 
, Port, in the county of Somerfet at the approaching general 
cleflion," an amendment was propofed, by Mr. Solicitor 
General Wallace, to add, at the end of the queftion, thefe 
words, ^* committed by the right honourable Lord North, 
firft lord commiflloner of his Majefty's treafury, or others, 
a6ling as his agents in the faid tranfadion," which was 
agreed to. 

Then the main queftion thus amended being put, ii pafled 
in the negative. 

A motion being made, and the queftion being propofed alfo 
by Mr. Solicitor General (Wallace,) 

" That the faid charge againft the right honourable Lord 
North is ill founded and injurious,'* 

And the previous queftion being put, that this queftion he 
now put, 

It pafled in the affirmative. 

Mr. Luttrell concluded his evidence (fo far as it was not 
denied him by a majority of the Houfe) with reading the fol- 
lowing declaration, dated in November laft, written and 
figncd by Mr. Medlycot, and which paper Mr. Luttrell pro- 
pofed to prefent ; but was refufed. " Unprepared as I was, 
without even a promife of fupport from you. In this critical 
fituation an offer was afterwards made to me of anaftignment 
of Mr. W ' ' 's borough-property, on condition of my 

Supporting a double recommendation of their's. To this 
propofal, my neceflity and not my will confented." 

Mr. Z,«//r^// concluded with faying, that he had proved, he 
hoped, to the demonftration of the Houfe, that a perfon, 
a£ting as the agent of Lord North, had been guilty of corrupt 
pra Sices in the borough of Milborne Port ; a circumftance, 
-which if it was not done with the noble Lord's privity and 
fonfent;, he would thank him for making public, that the fame 
gentleman might not go with fuch pretences to the different 
borough^ of this country. In ail the weft of England he 
was diftinguiflicd by the appellation of Lord North's Lloyd. 
He had been guilty of fimilar abufes at Ilchefter, and feveral 
Other boroughs. He. was tenant to Lord North ; recruiting 
officer ; lived with him in habits of intimacy, and had been 
his generally acknowledged agent. 

Lord North defended himfelf againft the charge by faying 
ihat no part of it had been proved. Inftead of having ad- 
duced evidence to prove that either he or his agents had been 
^uiltj of the corrupt practices, he had concluded this accufa- 
pfpff jfhh faying b4rply that per tons Y^tv^ui\Tv^ \o Vi^ V\\^ 
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Agents had ^omttiitted thiem. Mr. Lloyd was n«ver his agent. 
Trtre he was his tenaht, and he paid him a valuable cohfidera- 
lion for the lands which he farmed. He had raifed fomb 
recruits for one of his fens, but he had done this not from any 
lucrative motives, but from friendfliip. Ttut he had vifited 
-Mr. Lloydy becaufe he was accuftomed in the fummer time 
t6 go into the country to fettle his accounts and arrange his 
affairs, and Mr. Lloyd rented his houfe which was in the 
midft of his tenants. But all this did not amount to ah 
agency ; he had given Mr. Lloyd no commifllion to purchafe 
any interest in Milborne Port, and he was totally innocent 
of the charge. 

Mr. Luttrell replied to this, and moved a refolution, " that 
divers undue and corrupt pra£lices had taken place in the 
return of reprefentatives for the borough of Milborne Port at 
the next general eleftion." 

The SoUcitdr General [Mr. Wallace] moved, as an atnend- 
mentto this, the following words to be added, " committed 
by the right honourable Lord North, the firft commiffioner 
of his Majefty's treafury, or by perfons aftingas his agents 
in this tranfadlion." This amendment he faid he moved, 
becaufe the other did not either acquit or condemn the objedl 
of the charge. 

The Houfe were generally of opinion that the amendment 
ought to be admitted, and that though there was not legal 
proof of Lord North's guilt, yet it was apparent that there 
had been undue and cor^^upt praftices committed in thel)orojugh. 

Mr. Fox faid, he hoped the Houfe would not in their de- 
clfion on this queftion forget the juftice that ivas due to the 
borough. It was a crime infinitely greater in gentlemen to 
rom'mit fuch (hameful tranfadtions, than for boroughs, od- 
prefled with poverty, like Shoreham, to make bribery the 
means of their exiftence. He hope the Houfe would take 
it up, and proceed upon it in a proper manner. 

The queftion, with the amendment, was negatived. 

Col. Holroyd moved, that the charge brought againft Lord 
North was ill founded and injurious. 

Sir Gesrge Howard feconded the motion. 

Mr. Fox hid , if nothing further was intended^ he thoiight 
the motion a very immaterial one ; it meant nothing ; but if 
It was to be followed, by any motion of cenfure againft the 
tenc^urable gentleman vi' ho brought the charge, he fhould 
cfppofe it to the utmoft j apprehending, however, that there 
•was fome motion of that kind in referve, he would move the 
previous queftion. He thought \\xt iutvA&oJl^^x^TEwcKvQjcw^^^ 
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. tremely incenfiftent, if that was their defign ; for he very 
well remembered) when he had upon former occafions, men> 
tionedthe judgment of the court martial upon Admiral Kep- 
pel^that the charges brought againft him were malicious and 
ill founded ; the other fide of the Houfe, and the noble Lord 
himfelf f Lord North] faid, fuch judgment was ridiculous ; 
Sir Hugh PalHfer was not before the court ; they were not 
pronouncing fentence upon him ; and therefore the court 
martial had nothing to do with him. From this, Mr, Fox 
drew a ftrbng argument, that the friends of the motion, to 
be confident with themfelves, could not offer any fubfequent 
motion. 

Mr. Dundas [the Lord Advocate] replied, that the charge 
brought againft the noble Lord, not being fully proved, the 
motion was proper and neceffary. If it had been proved, if 
jt had been brought home to the noble Lord, every committee 
in England would have taken it up ; it would have been 
matter for a particular refolution in each ; it would have been 
adduced as a proof of the influence of the Grown. But as 
the honourable gentleman [Mr. Fox] faid the words ill 
founded 2Ln^ injurious mt2Lnt nothing, he would add ftronger 
words, fuch words as were clear and full to the honourable 
gentleman's convidion. However he offered no amendment. 

Right Honourable T. Townjhend obferved, that though the 
charge was not brought home to the noble Lord, yet every 
body muft be fatisfied that there was an attempt made by 
fomebody, and it was a well-known faA, which he appealed 
to every gentleman for the truth of, that perfons in a private 
room would fay many things which they would be afraid to 
repeat at the bar of the Houfe ; that there was a freedom in 
one place, and an aWe and dread in the other ; that any gen- 
tleman might be induced to believe himfelf, what he could 
not afterwards fully fatisfy another of, the evidence not keep- 
ing the fame emphafis, nor the fame terms. 

Right Honourable^. Ellis faid, he was againft any ftrpnger 
words than were contained in the motion. They were fuf- 
ficient. Any thing more might tend to check Parliamentary 
enquiry into matters of this fort. 

Mr. Byng thought, that the heft mode of vindicating the 
noble Lord, was for bis Lordftiip to bring aftions againft the 
perfons who had affumed the character of his agents in this 
bufinefs; for fuch they ce^-tainly feemed; the treafuiy, or 
bis Lordftiip, and fometimes both, were conftantly fpoken of 
\n every ftage and part of it : and if his Lofdlhip did not 

vindicate 



A. 1780. D.E B A T E.S. 9 

.vindicate his ch^raSer by puni filing fuch delinquents, the 
public would Judge for themfelve§. 

Mr* G. Onflow faid a few words on the propriety of the 
motion, and the queftion was put, and the motion agreed to 
without a diviflon* 

Lord Norths who was fometlmes in the Speaker's chamber, 
and fometii)ies in the gallery, came into the houfe, and thank- ^ 
ed them for having acquitted him ; and then faid, that as the 
Ead India company had made him no offers, he would on 
Tuefday next the 21ft, move that the Speaker of the Houfe 
fhould intimate to the chairnrian of the company, that the 
debt would be paid off. — This intimation, he faid, muft be 
given before the 5th of April next, or. a longer notice would 
be neceflary. 

At half part eleven the Houfe adjourned to the 20th. 
March 20. 

Mr. Temple Luttrell faid, that confidering the partial man- 
r\tv in which a part of the evidence he had endeavoured to 
bring before the Houfe laft week, relative to the affair of 
Milborne Port had been heard, he thought he had fufficicnt^ 
ly (hewn that undue and corrupt praflices had obtained in 
that borough. He meant, he faid, after the reccfs, to re* 
vive the fubjeft again, as he (hould then be in poffeffion-of 
evidence fufficient to bring home the charge to ihofe perfons 
whofe names had been fo frequently mentioned in the courfe 
of the enquiry, and he felt himfelf bound to make out the 
' charge, fo that the parties really guilty might be puniflied* 
Mr, Luttrell commented on what had paffed on Friday eve- 
ning, declaring, he lamented that he had left the Houfe fo ' 
early, becaufe he underflood he had loll a fcene, which far 
outdid that in Shakefpeare, in which Richard the Third is 
difcovered leaning on two reverend clergymen, by his favou- 
rite Buckingham, who ihewshim, in that contrived fituation, 
to the mayor and citizens. Mr. Luttrell drew a ludicrous 
parallel between the noble Lord's (landing with the Lord 
Advocate on one fide and the Solicitor General on the other, 
and thanking the Houfe for their candour and fupp(»rt, and 
the interview betvyeen Richard and the citizens. He com- 

Sared the Speaker to Buckingham, and the two lawyers to 
atherPaul and Friar Beuker. After pufhing this compa- 
rifon, as far as it would go, he rather refle<5ed on the conduft^ 
of the majority refpedling their determination of Friday, and 
faid he (hould not have wondered if they had attempted to 
Ivote his cxpulfion, which, he contended, they were as well 
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warranted to vote as the motion that was carried. He con-* 
eluded with giving notice, that he mould revive the fubjedl 
after the Eafter holidays. 

Mr. Fullarton rofe and faid, his charafter and his conduft 
in offering to raife a regiment had been reflefted upon in aho- 
.ther Houfe of Parliament by a noble Earl ; a matter which 
bad given him great uneafinefs, and the more, becaufc he 
was puzzled how to a£l, in order to wipe out the imputation. 
He rofe therefore to explain the inotivesof his condujft, and 
he trufted the Houfe would hear him patiently, as he felt his 
honour wounded, and had ardently wifhed for an opportunity 
of removing the bad impreflion of his conduft, which the 
place where the reflexions he alluded to were thrown out, 
might ferve to give rife to. The refledions were, as he un- 
derftood, extremely grofs ; the noble Earl terming him a 
clerk, and in the moft contemptuous rhanner remarking, 
-that a clerk ought not to be tnifled with a regiment, adding 
to that remark, other infinuations, as falfe as they are illi- 
beral. He faid, the n.oble Earl might think to fcreen himfelf 
under his peerage, but if he could forego the language and 
manners proper to his rank and the Hoofe in which he had 
attacked him, the noble Earl flood in another charafter, 
which made fuch an attack highly unwarrantable, and that 
was, the charadier of an officer holding high profeflional 
Tank. Little as he yet knew of the military profeflion, Mr. 
Fullarton faid, he believed he might venture to aflert, that 
if the noblcLord was brought to a court martial for his words 
concerning him, he would fall under the article of ungen- 
tlemanlike behaviour. 

With regard to his offer to raife a regiment in times of 
public difficulty like the prefent, when his country was at 
war with nearly half the world, he had thought his offering 
to affift hy raifing a regiment, was by no means fuchcondu<5 
as was likely to draw on him a public cenfure, more efpecially 
a cenfure from Peers in Parliament ; and he was fure that 
houfe, if they knew the fervice for which his regitnent was 
deftined, would not think he merited the unhandfome attack 
that had been made on him. He went on thus : 

I know it is irregular t® take notice here of what pafTed 
€l few here ; but it is the privilege of thofe whoar^ afperfed, to 
wipe out the imputation. It is the object of my life to de- 
trve the approbation of this Houfe and of this country. It 
IS the duty of this Houfe to know, that thofe men who fit 
htrt, and who are raifed to the command of regiments, in 
i times 
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times like the prefcnt, are not fuch men as I have been de- 
fer ibed. 

I was named while very young, by the King, fccretary 
to the embafly at Paris — an appointment fo honourable, with 
regard to bufinefs, emolument, and fituation, that I did not 
exped it would have procured me the tjtle of clerk, efpecially 
from a noble Duke Lthe Duke of Richmond] whofe brother 
held the fame office ; and from a noble Earl, who, as well 
as that Duke, having been at the head of the diplomatique 
affairs of this country, as fecretary of ftate, inuft have known 
the falfehood of his own aflertion.-— That noble Earl — I 
mean the Earl of Shelburne— 

Mr. Fox called to order, and faid, he could not fit ftill 
and hear gentlemen proceed in fo unparliamentary a ilianner, 
to ftate what was faid in another houfe, and to mention peers 
by name : that it was contrary to every rule in Parliament, 
and ought not to be endured. He fpoke of the impoflibility 
of the Houfe knowing whether the words alluded to were 
really fpoken, asthe honourable gentleman had been informed 
they had, and argued the impropriety of confidering what 
was faid in debate as a private and perfonal attack. Ht 
begged once for all to declare, that if fuch a cuftom prevailed, 
the freedom of debate muft ceafe ; and contended, that the 
moft eflential oiF all the rights of Parliament would be loft, 
if gentlemen were to fuppofe, that when their names and 
public condu6l were mentioned, a perfonal affront was in- 
tended. He declared his regard for the noble Lord alluded 
to, and hoped he ftiould ftand excufed for having laid down 
a doflrine, which he was confident ought implicitly to be 
adopted. 

Mr. Rtgby declared, he fubfcribed moft fully to the doc- 
trine ; but he was exceedingly aftonifhed to hear it from the 
honourable gentleman's mouth, becaufe no one member, he 
faid, had fo frequently been guilty of that violation as the 
honourable gentleman. He then explained what the cuftom 
of Parliament was, ever fince he had known Parliament, 
and wiftied it was more ftriftly adhered to, becaufe it would 
not only preferve the freedom of debate, but preferve regu- 
larity, and prevent ill humour. 

Lord North faid, that it was certainly wrong, to mention 
in that Houfe or the other, the name of any member elfe- 
where. There were fome occafions, however, which would 
jnftify it, and he thought the cafe of the honourable gen- 
tleman one. HrsrLordlhrp paid Mr. Fullarton great covvi- 
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plimentSy and declared he had done himfelf great honour, 
even though he had taken the wrong opportunity to clear 
himfelf. He recommended it to the honourable gentleman 
to treat all perfonal attacks with indifference and contempt- 
Noble Lords in another place were very apt to be perfonal, 
and they very often made free with him. Among other 
names, one of them had lately called him a thing. The 
appellation, however contemptibly meant, was certainly 
truly applied ; he was a thing. But the noble Lord who had 
applied it to him had put an addition to it. He had faid, 
he was a thing called a minijier, A moment's confideraiion, 
faid his Lordihip, convinced me that this ought not to b^. 
confidered as an affront, becaufe a moment's confideration 
reminded tne that the noble Lord who had dubbed me .« 
thing called a minijier^ had not the fmalleft objedion to be^ 
come that very thing himfelf. 

Mr. Fullarton rofe to explain, and faid^ he (hould not. 
have mentioned the noble Earl by »ame, but that the noble. 
Earl had attacked him by name, and with all the ariflocra- - 
tical infolence which marked his charadler. 

He was called to order again by Colonel Barrio who de- 
fended his noble frier.d, and faid the honourable gentleman. 
had been mifinformed. The Colonel contended that the 
term clerks abftraftedly confidered, was nof offenfive, and 
that the term commis was applied to the higheft officers of. 
ftate in France. 

Mr. 5ttrif^ defended Lord Shelburne. 

Mr. Fullarton faid, he wduld only inform the Houfe, that 
the Earl in queftion had alferted, that he and his regiment 
would be as ready to draw their fwords againft the liberties 
of their country as againft its foes, and leave the. Houfe to. 
judge whether he ought to feel himfelf hurt or not. 

Earl Nugent defired that perfonal animofity might be * 
checked in each Houfe of Parliament. 

At length the order of the day was called for, and the 
contra6lors* bill was read a third time, and paflfed. 

The order of the day was then read, for the Houfe to 
refolve itfelf into a committee on Mr. Burke's bill for 
regulating the civil eftablifhment. As foon as the Speaker 
had left the chair, and Mr. Elwes had taken hi» feat at the ' 
table, 

Sir Fletcher Norton rofe and apologized to the committee 
for having improperly introduced matter foreign to. the ; 
^uci^ion, when the comniitt^e laA fat. He (aid he did not- 

retract 
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retrad 4 fyllable, he only lamented that what he had faid 
had been drawn from him at an improper time. He took 
notice of the load of newfpaper fcandal that had been thrown 
upon him, from the day in which he had addreiTed the com- 
mittee, till the prefent time, declaring he held it in the mod 
fovereign contempt, but that he was anxious to clear himfelf 
to that Houfe and the public. 

Mr. De Grey dated to the Houfe the fatisfaSion he felt that 
this matter wa^ again brought under their conflderation, for 
he had fuffered the greateft uneafinefs at its having been fo 
much mifunderftood : and he reminded the Houfe that how-' 
ever confcious the learned judge might be of his own in- 
tegrity, yist the fatisfa£lion of a virtuous mind was incom- 
pleat, if it was not accompanied with the approbation and 
the confidence of the public. That the Houfe would judge 
what his own particular feelings muft be, if any man could 
call in qweftion the propriety of the learned judge's con- 
dud as far as it was founded in an attention to fo unwor- 
thy an obje& as the perfon who was then addreffing the 
Houfe. 

That a report had beeA circulated, and had gained cre- 
dit abroad, that upon the refignation of the chief juftice 
two years ago, a Aim of money to the amount of 7000I. 
or 8000I. was to have been paid by Lord North out of the 
public trcafury, and was aSnally depofited in the hands of 
an eminent banker for the chief juftice, in lieu of a rever- 
fion to a particular office in the court of common pleas, 
which the chief juftice would have had a right of appoint*- 
ing to, if it had fallen whilft he continued at the head of 
that court. That Mr. De Grey would take upon himfelf 
to aflure the Houfe that the whole of this report was falfe, 
and was founded in a miftake. That no fum of money ever 
was offered, demanded, talked of, or even to the beft of 
his knowledge thought of by any body. That if it had* 
been fo offered, or fo accepted, he (hould have thought both 
the perfon who offered and the perfon who accepted equally 
corrupt, and deferving of all thofe epithets which had been 
affixed to this tranfa<9:ion. That the learned judge in quef- 
tion felt as much as the Houfe could feel, how much the 
prefervation of this conftitution depended upon the purity of 
thecourts of juftice, and of the integrity of thofe who filled 
thofe ftations : that he felt not only that the Houfe was 
competent, but was bound in duty to examine into 
any malverfations, certainly yet more Into any cottu^t. 
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tranfadion that had found its way there. ' That to this Xn^ 
biinal that learned judge was ready, willing, and anxious to 
fubmit his condud, in cafe the Houfe (hould think fit to in* 
fiitute any enquiry upon the fubjcd. That he repofed him- 
felf with the mod entire confidence in the wifdom and in the 
juftice of the Houfe, and the more they enquired into this 
or any other tranfaftion of his life, the more he trufted that 
he ihouM be entitled to their good opinion, which he was 
not confcious he had as yet forfeited, and the more they 
would find that he was what he had always been reputed, 
to be as unfuUied and as unfufpeded a charader as ever trod 
the paths of public life. 

Lord Norih rofe to confirm Mr. De Grey's declaration 
that no fum of money had ever been offered to, or demanded 
by the chief juftice, and faid many handfome things of the 
chief juftice's general charader. 

Mr. Burke moved for poftponing the claufe in his bill, 
for providing for the execution of the third office of fecre- 
tary of fiate upon its being abolifhed ; but Lord North ob<» 
jedling to this as the ofSce was allowed to ftand, and becaiife 
the poftponing the claufe impliied that the confideration of it 
was to be refumed, which could by no means be admitted, 
the chairman put the queftion, that the claufe ihould ftand 
part of the bill, and it was negatived without a diflenting 
voice. 

The next claufe was then read for appointing the bufinefs 
done by the board of trade, to be executed for the future by 
a committee of the privy council, as done before the infti- 
tution of that board. 

Earl Nugent entered into a long and elaborate oppofition 
to the claufe. He infifted upon it, that was it to take place, 
neither the independency 01 Parliament, nor the oeconomy 
for the public, could be put in a better fituation, as the mem- 
bers of the privy council would require falaries. The noble 
Lord talked much of the influence of the crown, andaflert- 
ed in very loud terms, that there was no other influence at 
prefent that pervaded government but a conftitutional influ- 
ence ; the influence that at prefent reigned was owing en- 
tirely to»the neceffary increafe of oar navy and army, and 
it was nonfenfe to fay that influence w6uld not always natu- 
rally encreafe with power. His Lordfhip mentioned the 
fuccefsof the contraftors' bill, as a proof that government 
had at prefent no very great influence ; and again put in his 
obje&ion totheclauie, as it would coil the public as much 

to 
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to have the bufinefs of the board of trade done by a com* 
mittee of the privy council, as it did when under the ma- 
nageaient of the board of trade, as the tnembers would re- 
quire falaries ; bcfides that there would b^ fecretaries to pay, 
an4 after all, great difficulty in getting as many privy 
counfellors as were neceflary to do the bufinefs: for though 
there' were a great many members fitting at that board, his 
Lordihip, and the late lord prefident [Lord Gower] had 
often fat there a long while together in tete-a-tete by tnem* 
felves. The noble Lojd faid he did not approve of any part 
of Mr. Burke's plan. It only pretended to flrip off the 
lace; but, to fpeak the truth of it, it tore away the cloth 
itfelf. 

Mr. Alderman Sawbridge anfwered the noble Lord. He 
thought the fnccefs of the contraSors* bill was by no means 
a proof that the influence of government was gone. It was 
the fixth feflion, and gentlemen were become rather cautious 
how they aded, and it was to that the minds of the people 
owed fuch an additional ftrength to their caufe j for he was 
afraid the converts lately made would defert the principles 
they had fo newly adopted, after the general eleftion. The 
honourable gentleman adverted to the doftrine that had lately 
been ufed in that Houfe, of a monarchy, without at the fame 
time qualifying the expreflion. This, he faid, was by no 
means to be fuffered ; for a monarchy, without being H- . 
mited, was a government as arbitrary and as defpotic as 
France, Spain, or Pruffia. 

Mr. Burke ftrongly urged the neceflity there was for the 
committee to accept the claufe. In the year 1680, the whole 
bufinefs of the board was done by a committee of the privy 
council, a committee of the greateft men in the kingdom. 
There were Prince Rupert, Lord Shaftefbury, lord prefident 
of the council. Lord Anglefea, lord privy feal, Earl of 
Arlington, lord chamberlain. Earl of Eflex, firft lord of 
the treafury, Savile Earl of Halifax, Earl of Sunderland, 
Mr. Godolphin, Hyde Earl of Clarendon, Lord Heneage 
Finch, Mr. Seymour, and Lord chief juftice North. The 
honourable gentleman expatiated on the refpedive talents of 
the feveral perfons named, and was very fure his prefent 
Majefty could find very able men to tranfacft the fame buff* 
nefs in the privy council, if he thought fit to look forward 
to them. There were the tarl of Shelburne, the Marquis 
of Rockingham, Lord Camden, the right honourable Mr. 
Townlhcnd, and the right honourable Colonel Barre^ willvw.^ 
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to ferve their country in that way without any pecuniary 
lituation. 

To prove that a committee of the privy council were com- 
petent to the bufinefsy and very capable of tranfa^ling it, he 
indanced a cafe refpeSing Jamaica, when Lord Carlifle was 
governor of that illand, and the government and trade of it 
was mod admirably fettled in that committee. As to de- 
fraying the expenc6 of it, he aflced how the expence of the 
privy council was at prefent defrayed ? The King paid it, 
he faid, out of his civil lifl, a)id the fame might be done in 
the prefent cafe, if there fliould be any expence attending it% 
But he thought it might be done now as heretofore. In the 
year 1681, the two fecr^taries of ftate, Mr. Secretary Co- 
ventry, and Sir Lionel Jenkins, a£ied as fecretaries in the 
bufmefs ; and he thought thofe pcrfons as able officers as any 
we had at prefent.. The honourable gentleman thought 
■with fuch a committee of the privy council more might be 
done than with thofe who lately had the regulation of the 
hoard of trade, as there could be no comparifon betweeo 
Prince Rupert, and Lord George Germain, or Lord Shaftef- 
bury, and Mr. Bamber Gafcoyne. 

Lord North faid there was certainly no occafion to debate 
the matter, for as the board of trade had been abolilhcd, the 
bufinefs of it muft of courfe be committed to a committee of 
the privy council. . 

Mr. JSurke then proceeded with his bill, and came to the 
fifth claufe, that relative to the treafurer of the chamber, 
trcafurer of the houfhold, cofferer, &c. &c, he propofed put- 
ting each office into a fepa rate claufe, and therefore after 
moving that the word offices be changed to office, which was 
agreed to, he moved that the words ** be abolilhcd," fland 
after the words *Mrcafurer of the chamber." The next 
claufe, enading tiiat his Majefty's houfhold fhould beferved 
by contracS, he faid, he propofed to omit. 

Sir Edward Derhigy Sir John WrMteJleyj and Mr. EUisy 
fpoke againft the abolifhing the office of treafurer of the 
chamber; not, they faid, from any regard to the office, 
but from a ftrong difapprobation of meddling or inter- 
fering with the management of any part of the King's houf- 
hold. . . 

Governor Pozvnall faid, that after the opinion which he 
had thrown out in the courfe of the debate, in the com- 
mittee on this bill, he could not acquiefce in giving a filent 
vote, and muft therefore beg leave of the committee, to 

ftate 
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Aate his reafons. He faid he was the firtt who had made 
the diftindton between that part of the civil lift which 
went to 'the oflScesof the flate, and that part which went to 
the thing's houfliold^ He was, upon very ferious confldera- 
tion of tie matter a^ it flood fimply on its own ground, and 
Upon a thorough inquiry and examination of the proceeding 
of Parliament in thefe cafes, convinced that Parliament had 
not only a right to. enquire into, and to reform the offices 
of the (late, but^hat it had, without contradidion, always 
exercised thatpower. That, however, he was convinced, it 
had never meddled cr interfered in the King's hou(hold« 
except In times frcysi ^which he vtras unwilling to take his 
precedents. There were however precedents of proceedings 
in Parliament^ which flood upon the fame ground exa£lly, 
sad. were of the.farae fpiril precifely, as the matters propof* 
edinihefe claofe^ielpofting the. King's houfliold. He laid, 
thajtin the 5th cof Edward the (econd, a commiflion, in con-« 
fo^uehce of -^pmceedings in Parliament, was iiTued, for in- 
qmringinto and reforming and new-modelling the King's 
houfli^. That a •commiffion of the like fort, in confe- 
quence of like proceedings in Parliament, was iflued in loth 
of Richard the fecohd ; but when he looked to the confe- 
quence to which thofe meafures led, he fliould not take 
them as his precedent. The firft ended in depofmg Edward, 
and the fecund in dethroning Richard. There was a wifet 
and a more temperate meafurb taken in a period between 
thefe two— in the 50th of Edward the third-— and that was, 
an addrefs of Parliament to the King, praying him to in- 
fiitute an inquiry into the ftate of his houfhold, and point* 
ing out to him the abufes which they apprehended reigned 
there, and that if he would reform them, neneed not btirthen 
his fubjeds with fubfidies and taxes. It was on the fpirit of 
this precedent, and upon the nature and fpirit of the bufl- 
nefs itfeif, to which the prefent claufes went. That he had 
fuggefied on another day in the committee, that although 
he did not approve the making the reform of the King's 
houfliold by an a£t, a ftatute of a fort he would not name, 
yet that fuch reforni ought to be, and mud be made, and 
if thefe claufes werie rcjefled, he would bring forward a 
motion for fome fuch addrefs, a draught of which he had 
made, and ihewn to one or two gentlemen. But he hoped 
that no fuch motion would bo neceffary, for he thought it 
impoflible, if his Majefty Ihould, from the information 
or bv advice of his minifters^ learn, that thou^ vVifc cVaxi^^^ 
Vol. XVII. c ^^^^ 
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were rejefled, the idea of the neccflity of the reform was 
univerfally. received and.eftablifhed in the minds of gentle- 
•men on all fides of the Houfe, and who voted on different 
fides of the.qiiefiiion.' He was fiirc, therefore, that the mat- 
ter mud and would originate ^Vith his Majefty. If no fuch 
information nor advice was given by the minifters to his. 
Majedy, it wbuld bie time for his Parliament to- interpofe 
th^ir advice by addrefs ; and fome fuch would be propofed. 
If therefore he gave his vote againft the enading thefe re- 
forms of the houfliold by a ftatute^it was not that he difap- 
proved them ; he not only approved them^ but thought them 
neceflary,' and was fure that, iii fome ibape or other, they 
mud be made. . ' 1 

' Mr. ^ttri^ begged to be heard, and faid from the turn of 
. the debate:|ie feared it wbiild be:fdr,ihe very lad time upon 
the fubje£l:of his bill, becaiife if the claufe, as he had moved 
it, fox: abolifliing the ueafurer of the cthamber was lod, his 
bill was gone, v In the treafurer of the chamber confided the 
very pith and marrow of .his plan, asc far as that plan was 
endeavoured to .be changed out of theory into pradice, by 
the unfortunate bill which he had now reafon to mourn over 
as a dying friehjJ/ anU to lament with all the affiidion that a 
parent mud neceflarily 'feel for the lofs of -his favorite child. 
He did not mean by this, that the bill being his work, he 
could not for that idle reafon bear the lofs of it, but becauie 
his he^rt and foul . were fixed upon thofe principles of 
oeconomy, and that aim at the influence of the crown, whidi 
governed and were the objefls of the work. The treafury 
of the chamber was the very fird office of the houfhold 
that he had laid his fingers on ; it therefore led the way, and 
involved all the red ; and as the remaining claufes of his 
bill, for the mod part, turned upon the abolition of the 
board t)f ordnance, the board of works, the mint, and other 
boards and offices, which made parts of the houfhold, he 
was reduced to the neceflity of abandoning the whole, if the 
dodlrine which bad in the courfe of the debate prevailed, 
viz. '' that the houdiold mud not in any one part be 
touched, but that fuch parts of the bill as went merely to 
the edabliftiments of date,. were fair and reafonable fub- 
jefts of Parliatnentary reviQon and reduSion," was to be 
admitted as a bar to th^ abolition of the office of treafurer of 
the chamber. 

In order to (hew that be. had.Vno dcftgii whatever to a* 
bridge or retrench the -King's expences,' as had been 

J ' . aflertcd 
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alTerted in debate, lie declared that his bill did not limit or 

tie down his Majefty in any one r^fpeft; that with 

regard to his table being ferved by contradl, about whith 

fo nnuch had been faid, his Majefty nVight, if. he pleafed^ 

for any thing the bill ftid to the contrary, contraft for his 

table at a hundred guineas a-head, and invite a hundred 

pcoplfe to eat at it. It did not reftrifl: the quantum of money 

to be eicpcnded in fupport of the houfliold, it only took ! care 

that what was expended, fliould be wifely and oeconomically 

laid out, ^nd that fraud fhould no longer prevail in thoJe 

whp ferved his Majefty withpr^vifions, nqr the coft be large 

as it now was, of thbfc who were paicl for preventing that 

fraud.. He contended, that at prefcnt the fyftem of oeco- 

nomy, which had been introduced into* his Majefty 's 

kitchen, was fuch that even a rat could not have cheated the 

cooks, fcuUioQS, &c. of a fcrap of cheefe, but at the fame 

time nothing was faved by the fyftem, becaufe ^e experice 

of paying cheats to watch cheats, was fo great, that it 

amounted to more than it could poflibly coft his Majefty^ 

If he was handfomely cheated at once. It had been afked 

what woiflld his plan fave? — As fair as it refpeScd the houf- 

hold, he had already faid, that in agreeing to give up the 

claufe for having the tables of the houfhold ferved by con- 

traft, he had given up about i2,cool. out of his projeS- 

cd favings, and he prefumed, if the other parts of his bill/ 

as far as regarded the houfliold, were fufFered to remain^ 

his favings, on that head, would amount to about 

8o,oool. ^ ; 

By way of reply to the arguments of thofe who had 

talked of the ungentleman-like conduS of abridging the 

Sovereign, and ftinting him in his private expences; he 

declared he had no fuch intention, and the beft proof that 

he had not, would be by reminding the committee, tha; 

he had not touched the privy purfe, for which a clear 

48,000/. fer annum was allotted. This fum was more than 

fufficient to enable his Majefty to live with fplendo(/t 

and with dignity. As a proof of it, he inftanced the 

Duke of Northumberland, as polTeffing three palaces, each 

of which was more fplendidly furniflied than any one* of 

his Majefty*s houfes. He fliewed that the Duke's income 

was hot more than 48,000!. a year, and reminded the 

committee of the majgnificence and expence which had; 

ever charadlerized Notthumberland Hoiifc, making it the 

* c 2 ^'^^ 
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firft refort of the curious in all countries, /rom the French 
ambaflTador down tQ the loweft emiflary of foreign courts: 
efpecially in the life-time of the late Duchefs, whom he 
defcribed as a woman poflfefliDg a noble foul, a foul fully 
impreffed with the propriety of having her houfliold con- 
duced on a ftile of grandeur (it for the high rank and 
liberal fortune poflefled by the Duke her hufband* In 
her time the fineft pidures that could be procured, were 
purchafed at any price — the expence was the bft thing 
thought on; — the two noblemen. her fons, alfo were aU 
lowol an eftablifhment fit for princes, and all this 
on an income, he verily believed, (bort of 48,oooL a 
year. 

After fully enforcing this argument, he went into a 
general connderation of the claufe, and of the bill, as far 
as.it refpeAed the houfhold, aniwering every obje£(ion 
that had been made in the courfe of the debate, and coo- 
tended, that one great end of his bill was the rendering 
it almoft impoflible in future for the King to run in debt» 
by enading that the firft lord of the treafury fliould be 
anfwerable that the expences of the civil eftablifliment (hould 
pot exceed the money allowed for that purpofe by Parlia- 
ment. He afked, how could it be expe£ted that the firft lord 
of the trtafury fhould be refponfible, if a variety of leffer 
treafuries were to exift, each of which would govern the 
branch of the public expenditure under its diredion, juft as 
it thought proper? It would be unfair, it would be unjuft, 
to expeA a firft lord of the treafury to be refponfible, unlefs 
the treafury was the fole place for ifluing public money* and 
governed the whole expenditure, as well in detail, as ia 
grofs amount. 

He quoted the King of France's edift for abolifliing the 
offices of comptroller-general, and a variety of others of in- 
finitely greater import, both in point of rank and expence, 
than any his bill was to eiFed, and held it up as an ex- 
ample worthy to be followed, wifhing that the noble 
]Lord would tread iii the fteps of that moft able financier, 
Monfieur Neckar. .He compared hisMaJefty's civil eftablifh- 
aient with that of the King of Sardinia, declaring that Prince 
bad nothing like the income we allowed his Imjefty; that 
he neverthelefs maintained an army of 25,000 men, and a 

freater number of expenfive fortrefTcs than any power in 
Airope, France only excepted. He afferted,, that had his 
bill been produced and pafted into a law, at the commence-. 

mem 
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ment of the prefent reign, the nation would have fa'ved mor« 
than three millions of money, and his Majefty would have 
lived more at his eafe, more like a great prince, and with not 
one jot lefs fplendor and magnificence. 

After ferioufly repeating that if the prefent queftion was 
carried againft him, he (hould confider his bill as gone, and 
declaring that though he would not take any more upon 
him, to put his weak and difordered frame and conftitution 
to the torture, in order to fijht his bill through the Houfe 
inch by inch, claufe by clauie, and line by line, he certain* 
ly would not be the man to withdraw it, but wpuld leave 
it to the people to go on with it, and let them judge by 
the iffuc how far their petitions were able to procure the 
redrefs of grievances they complained of. He concluded 
with begging leave to tell an old ftory by vtay of elucida- 
tion of what he meant. There was, he Kad heard, an hand-* 
fome widow, pollefled of an ample incbme, who lived in 
a diflenting meeting-houfe ; a well intentioned man, who 
attended the fcrvice of the day, faw her, and was invited 
by her tovifither; befell in love with her, and cominp 
diredly to the point, faid, *• Madam, will you marry me ? 
She renifed him; he (lill perfided in his requeft, and (he 
ftill refufed. He then changed his requeft, and afked her 
to let him be her fteward? " No, (he would not.*' Her 
butler? "No." Her cook? "No." Would (he en- 
tnift him with the care of her wardrobe? " No.** After 
a variety of requefts, finding them all denied, he was go- 
ing away, when on a fudden he turned round, and begged 
one of her late hu(band*s old wigs. The widow who had 
refufed all his former requifitions, complied with this, and 
the man who had afked the widow to give him her perfon 
and fortune, was obliged at lafl to be contented with one 
of her hufband's old wigs. " So is the cafe with me, faid 
Mr. Burke, I would marry the handfome and rich widow 
CEconomy. I fain would have her perfon and fortune, but 
find I can't get them. I have a(ked to be her tpeafurer, 
her fteward, her butler, her cook, and her wardrobe-keeper, 
but all in vain. I have got one of her late hiifband's old 
wigs, and with that I fear I mud walk off contented; but 
only I beg the committee will do me the juftice to remem- 
ber, that I did not fo far degrade myfelf as to a(k for the old 
wig folcly." 

The Attorney General [Mr. Wedderburn] replied to Mr. 
Burke, He declared that it was not U^^Uyv?^>Jcv^ ^wxyssivvv^^- 

C 3 ^^^^ 
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Very candidly, to fay, that the bill was neccfTarily gone, 
if the claufc for abolifliing the treafurer of the chamber's 
ofBce, was loft ; as if the treafurer of the chamber wrapped 
up tvery other officer whofe abolition was ainned at by the 
bill. If the committee were to be menaced in that manner, 
it would be in vain to difcufs any part of the bill ; and the 
menace wa^ the more extraordinary, bccaufe, notwithiland- 
ing what had been aflertcd to the contrary, the fame prin- 
ciple did not apply generally to the whole bill, which con- 
fifted of many different parts and claufes, each of which 
therefore turned upon a feparate and important point, and 
had each a feparate principle. Mr. Attorney faid, there 
were many of the principles which he thought highly lauda- 
ble, and fit to be adopted ; there were others which he could 
not but confider as abfurd ; in proof of this, he pointed out 
the claufe for ferving his Majefty's. houlhold by contradt, 
which the honourable gentleman had (from the intimation 
of his friends and the feelings pf the public upon it) been 
induced to leave out. Good God ! how could the honour- 
able gentleman ever reconcile this claufe to a poffibility of 
its being carried into praiS ice? His Maj^fty, had it ftood 
and been* fupported by a vote of the Houfe, could not 
buy a fingle piece of furniture, without the confent of the 
treafury and their previou-s notice. His Majefty had lately 
put up a new piece of furniture in one of his oldeft palaces. 
Could the honourable gentleman ever have fuppofed, that 
his Majefty ought to be fo unhandfomely reftricted, that 
he could not have put up the new ftate-bed in Windfor 
Caftle without referring Mrs. Wright to the board of trea- 
fury, before whom flie muft have firft produced her draw- 
ings and defign ; have ftated the number of clergymens' 
daughters intended to be employed in working it, have flut- 
ed alfo the feparate quantities of filk, fattin, and embroid- 
ery, to be ufed in the work, and have ftated likewifc by a 
corre£l eftimate the expence that the whole would come to, 
before his Majefty would have had it in his power to order 
that which he thought proper to decorate his palace with, 
and the purchafing of which, certainly was a truly royal and 
gracious encouragement to Mrs. Wright, and the perfons 
employed in making it. 

He afked if the honourable gentleman by his declaration, 

" that if the claufe in queftion was not agreed to, ite bill 

Yf^s gon?," n>eant to threat that Houfc like the Parliament of 

- - P^ris, 
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Paris, and to teH them in fo many words, that the bill was his 
cdiift, and he would have it regillcred. 

Mr. Attorney animadverted on Mr. Fox's having thrown 
out a l^irid of threat againft that Houfe, and the Houfe of 
Lords, in cafe they did not pafs the claufe in queftion, and 
pafs every claufe of the bill, by declaring that the people 
without doors would fay the Houfe of Commons was cor- 
rupt, and refort elfewhere to do thcmfelves juftice. This 
iort of language, he faid, fpoke much too plainly a meaning 
that ought not to be hestrd within thofe walls. In the very 
moment that the honourable gentleman was loud in excla- 
mation againft the fuppofed increafe of the influence of the 
crown, he was fetting up an influence of a much more dan« 
gerous nature, an influence over Parliament, not only tend- 
ing to fetter the freedom of debate, but tending likewife to 
awe that Houfe in its eflenlial proceedings. After repro- 
bating this fort of menace in very decided terms, and ftating 
various objeftions to the claufe, Mr, Attorney declared that 
he (hould vote againft the claufe, either in its divided ftate, 
as now propofed by the honourable gentleman, or alto- 
gether. 

Mr. Dfmpjier rofe, as he faid, to diefend his honourable 
friend [Mr. Burke] who he perceived was almoft exhauft- ' 
ed, from the imputation of his wiftiing that Houfe to con- 
ilder his bill as his edid, and expedling, like the King of 
France, that the Houfe of Commons would implicitly 
regifter it on the bare aflertion of his ipfe 'dixit, without 
examination and without difcuflion. What his honourable 
friend had faid, he declared warranted no fuch interpreta- 
tion, but it might very fairly be put on the condudl of the 
minifter, who had for a feries of years treated that Houfe 
as if it had been the Parliament of Paris. If the minifter 
chofe to purfue the Ameriqan war, what had he to do but 
to bring the edid, and it was inftantly regiftered! If he 
wanted more money, no matter how much, nor how ill the 
people. could afford it, the moment the edi6l was produced 
by the minifter, the Houfe regiftered it, and granted the 
money!. 

Let tbe.rainifter want to impofe an additional weight of 
taxes, what had he to do more than to come down with an 
edicft, and it was inftantly regiftered, and the taxes impofed! 
In Ihort, for years, the minifter had founded his whole fy* 
ftem of government on edifts, which that Houfe had 
moft coraplyingly regiftered. Mr. Deoafftfit dtfecAsA.^^ 

C 4 ^^ 
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bill in a very liberal manner, and made a difttndion between 
fuch parts which (truck him as reprehenfible, and fuch as he 
faw in a contrary point of view. 

On the queftion being put, that the words " be aboliflied'* 
ftand after the words " trcafurcr of the chamber,** the com* 
mittee divided, 

For the motion, - - 158 ' 

Againft it, - - - 211 

Mr. Burke having loft this point, declared his indifference 
to what became of the reft of the bill. 

Mr. Fox however roufed him to his wonted attention to it^ 
by arguing on the neceffity of their ftill going through with 
tlie bill, and if they got ever fo little more than they had 
already gained, it would be worth the driving for. Even,, 
he faid, if they could not obtain more than the abolition of 
the feven lords of trade, he fliould, after having gone through 
the bill, think that had been worth the druggie, becaufe, as 
he was determined, and he doubted not but his honoyrablc 
friend would join with him in renewing the bill from feflion 
to feflion, till they cffefted the wi{hed-R)r purpofe of demo- 
lifhing the influence of the crown, they would have fcvcn of 
the enemy lefs to fight againft. 

Mr. Burke admitted the force of the argument, and the 
committee, after a few words from Mr. Turner, went 
through the whole of the claufe, negativing every part 
of it, ^ 

The committee then adjourned, after agreeing to report 9 
pjrogrefs, and aflced leave to fit again. 

The Houfe rofe a little before two o'clock. 

March 2i. 
Colonel Barref as foon as the above matter was got rid 
of, faid he had a motion to propofe which he hoped would 
not be objected to; if it fhould appear likely to create a 
debate, he would withdraw it, and move it another day. 
His motion was, 

** That the Houfe of Commons be put into a com- 
mittee on the loth day of April next, to confider of the 
extraordinaries of the army incurred in 1779, and of the 
moft proper methods for limiting the expences of the 
army to the grants of Parliament,'** 

The Colonel, before he fat down, fpoke of the jicceflity 
of ftridly examining into thefe accounts, and attempting at 
teaft to provide, fome mode of reducing more of them to 
pftimatcs in future, than was now the cafe. He complained 

qf 
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of tht enormous fiim to which the extraordinaries had 
lately fwdlcd, and of the difficulties thrown in the way of 
all examination, declaring that when he applied at one ofRce 
for particular ppers relative to them, the anfwer was, that 
the paper he aflced for miift be got from fome other office, 
and fo on. He referred to feveral pages of the printed ac- 
count, and inftanced very large fums which were charged 
under one general item, without any explanation whatever. 
The motion was feconded by David Hartley, Efq. 
Sir Charles Bunbuty thanked the honourable gentleman for 
making it, and faid, that. unlets that part of the public ex- 
penditure, which might properly be termed the expence of 
the army, was voted upon eilimate, it was impoffible for the 
Houfe to know whether their vote was proportionable to 
the fize of expence neceflary, or whether the fize of the 
army was equal to the obje6ls of the war. In order to 
fhew, that fufFering the army extraordinaries to increafe 
fo much was a cuftom of modern growth, Sir Charles read 
an extrad from a pamphlet written by the late Sir Robert 
Walpole (when he was Mr. Walpole) on the fubjed of the 
navy debt. This extraft contained a remark, that, " from 
the nature of the navy fcrvice, it was impoffible to produce 
previous eftimates of the whole year's expenditure, as was 
the cuftom for the expence of the army, which, from its 
different conftitution, was always voted for by eftimate." 

The Secretary at IVar rofe, not to objeft to the motion, 
but merely to lay a few words in reply to what had fallen 
from the honourable gentleman who made it. Mr. Jen- 
kinfbn then declared, that the extraordinaries of the army, 
amounting to To large a fum, was no new matter ; that 
moro than once, in the courfe of the laft war, they had 
been greater; and that as to the ide^ of providing fome 
better mode of keeping the army accounts, it was what he 
moft fincerely wilhed for, and (hould be exceedingly happy 
to hear any fuch propofed. He prefumed, indeed, that 
among the other good confequences of the bill for a com- 
miffion of accounts, which had been propofed by the 
noble Lord near him, that would be one, as the army ac- 
counts would neceflarily come under the cognizance of 
the commiffioners, as well as the other public accounts. 
With regard to what the honourable gentleman had faid, 
about the difficulties of getting at matters relative to the 
jumoyy he could only fay, that as far as regarded his office, 

every 
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every reafonable fatisfaftion was always ready to be given. 
The honourable gentleman muft know, that the condudl of 
the army, at home, was all that the war-office was imme* 
diately anfwerable for ; the army in America was under 
the conduft and cognizance of others, and it was abfolutely 
jn^poffible to give accounts of expeiices relative to them, 
in detail, till fuch accounts were fo tranfmittcd home. 
The Secretary at War mentioned the abfurd conftitution 
of the army in France, which, while ftationed, was paid 
by the War Minifter, but when marching was paid by the 
CoraiptroUer General ; in confequence of which, if the latter 
refufed the former the neceflary Aim for the cxpence of the 
army, he had nothing to do but to put the army in motion, 
and the Comptroller General muft provide for its pay. He 
ftated, that the cafe was widely different here, and that his 
warrants were inefficient, unlefs figncd by the Lords of the 
Treafury. 

Colonel Barre faid, the honourable gentleman had made 
It neceffary for him to put a queftion or two to him relative 
to the,extraordinaries on the table. 

The Secretary in reply, declared he would make himfelf 
mafter of every doubt which the honourable gentleman had 
from time to time ftated, againft the loth of April, and * 
wouU then be ready to anfwer any queftion the honourable 
gentleman might chufe to propofe. 
The motion was put and carried. 

Lord Norths agreeable to the notice he had given on the 
17th (that he fliould this day move the Houfe, that the 
JSpeaker give notice to the Eaft India Company, that Par- 
liament intend to pay them off in the courfe of the three 
years that their charter has to run, from the 15th of April 
next) rofe, and f^id, he. had for fome time paft expeSed that 
he ftiould have received propofals fronvthe Eaft India Com- 
pany for a renewal of their charter, but as none had come, 
be thought it his duty to inform the Houfe, that agreeable to 
certain ftipulations in various Afts of Parliament, the Eaft 
India Company's charter would have three years to come 
of it, from the 25th of March, but as the ftile had been 
altered fince the. bargain was originally made, the new ftile 
changed the day, and carried it forward to the fifth of April, 
from which day therefore the Company had three years right 
to an exelufive trade to the Eaft Indies, but no more, pro- 
vided that Parliament gave notice to pay them off the 

4,20o,oooK 
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4,2o©,ooool. which was due to them from the public on or 
after that day. His Lordfhip owned he had feen certain 
propofitions, which he had thought might have been made 
the bafjs of a treaty for a new charter, but on the diredlprs 
referring them to the general court, they had been reprobated 
by the majority of the proprietors, and other propofitions 
had been framed, and fent to him, which he thought were 
by no means fufficiently advantageous, nor fuch as, in his 
opinion, the public ought to accede to. Heftated the rieht 
of the public either to the whole of the territorial acquifi- 
tions and revenues, or if the company were allowed to hold 
the exclufive trade longer, to a participation of the profits — 
the Company however not having offered him fuch propo- 
fitions as appeared fit for him to treat upon, it was his duty 
to ftate the matter to the Houfe, and to make the necelfary 
motion. In order to ground it properly, he moved that 
^ ^ The a6l of the 1 7th George II. cap, 1 7, be read, as alfo 
the 4th, 9th, nth, 1 2th, 13th, and 15th fcdlions." 

^* That notice be given, that the capital (lock or debt of 
4,200, oool. and all arrears of annuity due and payable in 
refpeft thereof from the public to the united company of mer* 
chants trading to the Eaft Indies, be paid on the 5th of April, 
1783, agreeable to the power of redemption in the faida£l.'* 

Mr. Fox rofe, to give a negative to the motion. He afkcd 
whether the noble Lord was not content with having loft 
America ? Or, was he determined not to ouit the fituation 
in which he flood, till he had reduced the dominions of the 
Crown to the confines of Great Britain ?' What good could 
the prcfcnt motion be attended with, or rather, what evil 
might it not produce ? The motion was a threat, and the 
. idleft of all poffible menaces, becaufe it was made at a time, " 
when the noble Lord knew in his own mind, that he neither 
intended nor was capable of carrying it into execution. 
Why then throw it out, unlefs the noble Lord wilhed to 
ruin the Eaft India Company's poflTeflions in India, and to 
deprive this country of the ample revenue (lie received through 
the commerce and trade of that Company ? It was ridiculous, 
it was dangerous to threaten, when men dared not perform 
what they threatened. Let the noble Lord, let the Houfe', 
turn their eyes to the probable confequences ot that threat! 
Qooi God, what a fcene of anarchy, confufion, diftrefs, and 
ruin, would it not occafiqn ! Suppofing even for a moment 
that the noble Lord really intended puttmg his threat in exe- 
cution, and was capable of doing it, muft not the public fuf- 
fer confidcrably ? How was the money to be paid off? Did 
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not the ncble Lord know he was obliged to pay the debt at 
far J and therefore as the 4,2oo,dool. flood at the intereft of 
. three per cent, and three per cents, were at fixty, the public 
muft neceflarily lofc a clear forty per cent, by every lool. 
they paid off. But how was the noble Lord to fecure the 
revenues which the public were to derive from the territorial 
acquifitions of the company ? How was he to get them home ? 
Did not the noble Lord know that the company was the bcft 
medium through which they could poffibly pafs? Had he a plan 
for any new Company, and had he a dcfign to eftablifli a new 
company on the ruins of the prefent ? Was that the noble 
Lord's gratitude to thofe to whom his country was fo highly 
obliged, as the prefent Eaft>India Company ? The noble 
Lord muft know that he could not by law grant an exclufive 
tTade to a new Company, and where would his new Com- 

Siny, if any fuch proje^ he had in view, get their capital ? 
e muft know that the Company would laugh at his idle 
■ir.enace ; at leaft he hoped to God they would, and not take 
it as a ferious matter, meant to be followed by the paying off 
the 4,2oo,oool. If they did, woe be to the revenue, woe 
be to the public, woe to all our acquifitions in India! The 
Company, if they expe^ed a diffolution, might put every 
thing io, India to the rifque, in order to get home as large a 
fiock as poflible, that their ultimate dividend might be fwel- 
Jed, .Tftus their prefent induftry, ferviceable and beneficial 
as it was to themselves and to the public, would be diverted 
from its courfe, and be rendered dangerous and prejudicial 
to the public in the extremeft degree. 

Mr. Fox f^id, he had feen in newfpapers, the propodtions 
agreed on by the general court of proprietors and rejefted by 
the noble Lord. They certainly^were not altogether fuch as 
he ftiould approve, but comparatively confidered with a dif- 
folution of the Company, they were moft advantageous and 
defirable. The one muft lead to certain ruin, the other to 
great wealth and great revenue. He imputed the bad under^ 
sanding between the Company and the noble Lord, to the 
noble Lord's having attempted to poflefs himfelf of the patro- 
nage of the Company, and having by the means of his fecre- 
tary endeavoured to carry every thing his own way in Leaden- 
hall-ftreet, declaring that he fuppofed they would not, on that 
;u:coDnt, treat with the noble Lord ar all. After a variety of 
warm expreffions, all tending to fupport the idea that ruin 
would follow to the revenue derived from the commerce of the 
Company, and that we fhpuld lofe all we had acquired in 
India, if Parliament broke with them, and-fcHoiifly gave them 
4 the 
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the Hoticc the noble Lord had moved, he concluded, with car- 
hcflly exhorting the noble Lord to change his intention, and 
not to adk hoftilely againft the Company, at leaft at prefcnt. 

Lord North denied in the mod direS terms his having ever 
attempted to poflefs himfelf of the patronage of the Company; 
the imputation was wholly unmerited by him, and the aflertion 
>vas not founded in fad. He had, as he had frequently fajd, 
occafionally recommended a perfon, but he defied any man to 
prove, that he had ever once aimed at obtaining the patronage 
of the Company ; the gentlemen with whom he had from 
time to time treated, would, he doubted not, do him the 
jujdice to declare, that from what had paifed on thofe occa- 
fi^ns, there was not the leaft appearance of his having, or 
wifliing to have, the patronage which had been alluded to. 

The honourable gentleman had called his motion a threat 
and a menace ; he begged leave to fay, that it was not meant 
as a threat ; it was meant merely as putting in a claim on the 
behalf of the public, to the rcverfion of a right which un- 
doubtedly belonged to them, at that moment when it wasefpe«« 
daily proper that it (hould be formally made. Did gentle*^ 
men confider, that if the notice was not now given, the Com- 
pany would unavoidably hold in their pofleflion that which 
ought in three years (unlefs a proper fatisfaflion was made 
for a new leafe) to revert to the public, longer than they 
ought to tiold it, and longer than it was intended that they 
fhould hold it, when the charter was renewed, as was then 
exprefsly ftipulated. The honourable gentleman had declared 
that the feaft- 1 ndi^ Company would laugh at the notice, becaufe 
they muft know that it could not be ferioufly intended ; it 
would be the Eaft- India Company's fault if the notice was car* 
ried into execution. But he would not have the honourable 
gentleman fuppofe that if the prefent Company broke up and 
divided their (lock, that the public would, as a neceflary con* 
fequence, lofe the revenues arifing from the territorial acquiii- 
tipns in India. He trufted there were means of fecuring both 
tile one and the other. He did not wifli to break with the 
prefent Company, he did not defire to drive them to the necef- 
fity of a diirolution, but the Company ought not to imagine 
that the public lay at their mercy. The public had a right 
to look for great refburces from the Company, and from 
the territorial acquifitions in India. The Company as it 
was now eftabliflied, he was free to own, was the beft me- 
dium of bringing home the revenues from the Indies ; but 
if the Company were fo unreafonable and fo thoughtlefs as 
not to come ta a fair bargain, wi^ the public, a new Company 
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might be formed, and fuch plans adopted as might remedy 
the evil threatened to the revenue. . '' ' * 

Mr. Burke faid he execrated the narrow idea of bargaining 
with the Eaft' India Company as if we were treating with an 
cifiemy, and on the fuppofition, that every thing we did not 
'get by the bargain, was fo much lofs to us. He reprobated 
the intention to give notice to the Company, according to the 
ihotioh, as the moft wicked, abfurd, abandoned, profligate, 
mad, and drunken intention, that ever was formed ! he repre- 
hended alfo ill the Itrongeft terms of ridicule the fpeculation 
of ^ new company, declaring, that like a new MiflifEppi 
fcheme, it was only fit for fuch a bubble projedlor as Mr. 
Law ; he aiferted in round and direfl terms, that the attempt 
wtiuld be big with ruin to all who ventured on it ; he allowed 
that in this country, there might always be found men enough 
who were ready to bite at a bubble, but declared, that thofc 
^ho Were fo weak and incautious to join in fuch a mad and 
drunken fclieme, would lofe their all by it; this, it might be 
faid, was mere fpeculation, fo was the noble Lord's idea of a 
hew Company, and till they were tried, his (peculation was as 
good ai the noble Loid's. He contended that Parliament 
were not ripe to come to a decition on a point of fo much im- 
portance, as that of giving the Eaft-India Company notice, 
that Parliament would pay off the 4,200,000!. Before the 
tloufe attempted that raft (lep, before the noble Lord hazarded 
his fpeculation of a new Company, the ftate of the Company's 
accounts ought to be laid before them,- the ftate of theacqui* 
jfitions in India, the ftate of the revenues, ^and every other 
paper and document that could enable the Houfe to form an 
opinion and judge for themfelves ; he repeatedly afferted, 
that they were not yet ripe to form any ftich opinion or any 
fuch judgment. It was the rapacity of the minifter to gain 
a great revenue from America, that had loft us the thirteen 
colonies. Let that be a warning to the Houfe not to let the 
revenue miflead them again. Let them regard the Eaft-India 
Company as their friends, as their bcft commercial allies, and 
as their brethren. The noble Lord talked of the public, and 
the rights of the public ; the Eaft-India Company was a part 
of that public ; as dear to the Houfe, and isis worthy their at- 
tention, as the noble Lord and his fpeculaUons of revenue, as 
any minifter who now did or ever had exifted. After purfu- 
ing the fubje6l with great animation, and in the moft glowing 
terms, Mr. Burke fpoke more coolly, and (aid, he afked par- 
don if he had been betrayed into too much warmth, but the 
vaft importance of the fubjed had impre^itfclf fo ftrongljr 
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on his feelings, that it was impoflible for him, on hearino; 
fuch a fatal, fuch an alarming motion, to fpeak of it with 
-moderation. He urged the noble Lord not to prefs the motion 
9t prefent, and concluded with moving the previous queftion. 
' ■ Mr. Gregory cxprefled a wifli, that government would 
come to fome agreement, without treating on the conditions 
in Parliament. He agreed with both the honourable gentle- 
men who fpoke before hi|;n, that the Houfe ought not to en- 
•ter into the bufinefs in a rafh, precipitate manner, but con- 
iider it with all podible caution and circumfpedion ; an aSatf 
which,, in his opinion, called for the united wifdom of the 
ableft men in the kingdom. He profefTed his readinefs to 
affift in giving the beft information which a refidence of up- 
wards of twenty years in the EaftJndics had enabled him to 
coUeft ; and earneftly recommended to both fides of the 
Houfe, to confidcr the queftion as a great queftion of ftate, in 
■which the intereft, power, and dignity of this country were 
moft eflentially concerned. ■ 

Mr. Rous made a long fpeech, and fpoke with great 
warmth. He defcribcd the interior of the country^ the mi f- 
managements and oppreftions committed by the nominal fer- 
vants of the company, who were countenanced and fupported 
by a faflion in government at home. The government, it 
•was true, was carried on under the name of the company^, 
according to the forms of its conftitution; but it was 
■equally true, that mini fters here had created a power and in- 
tereft on the fpot', which defeated every meafure adopted in 
Lcadenhall-ftreet. In a recent inftance, well known, go- 
vernment had been fubvcrted there. He then fpoke of the ar- 
rcft and imprifonment of Lord Pigot, and entered into feveral 
of the particulars which came out in that tranfa6tion. 

Mr. Straiten rofe to juftify his condud; faid the govern- 
ment had not been fubverted ; that the fteps taken on that oc- 
cafion were neceflary, and prevented the fubverfion which had 
been unjuftly attributed to the a6lors of that bufinefs; 

Mr. Rous faid, he was aftoniftied how the honourable gen* 
tleman could pretend to fay, that the government at Madras 
was not fubverted. The honourable gentleman difclaimed 
the having any concern or any thing to do with the claim of 
Mr. BenficW onlhe Rajah's Count r\', under the pretence of 
money lent to the Nabob, on the revenues, or crop ; but 
when the honourable gentleman was fo ready to pledge his 
honour, as having no concern with Mr. Benfield, would he 
go a little farther, and pledge it, that he, nor the perfons with 
whom in this tranfa£lion he had aftcd^ entered into 710 pri- 
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Tate treaty with the Nabob, his fons, or his agents, for d&« 
feating the purpofes for which Lord Pigot was fent out by 
the company, namely, the redoration of the Rajah of Tan- 
jore to his dominions, which had been wrcfted frcHX]i hiq? by 
the aid and afliftance of thofe very perfons, who afterwards 
pppofed that Prince's reftoration ; and when they found that 
vnpradicable, oppofed the giving the Rajah the pofleffion of 
his country, unlcls he acknowledged hinofelf bound to repay 
what they pretended to have advanced to the Nabob on the 
-Kvenues ofTanjore. 

Mi-. StratUn rcpc2Lted his former aflert ion, that the govern- 
ment had not been fubverted; that he had undergone a trial 
for the fads now charged againfl him ; that the fentence 
upon that trial plainl)^ (hcwed^ that none of the perfons con- 
cerned in the arreft ot Lord Pigot were deemed as having in- 
tended to fubyert government ; and as to any private treaty 
ivith the Nabob, he couUrc^esit upon his honour, that he ne- 
ver was a party to any treaty with him, nor did he believe 
any fuch fuppofcd treaty ever exified. He a<5led from a fenfe 
of duty,, and was ready to contend, that the condu£l of the 
majority of the council originated in motives, not of choice^ 
but of the mod extreme neceflity. 

The Attorney General [Mr. Wedderburne] obferved, that 
no man was more ready to give credit to the aflertion of a 
gentleman given upon his honour than he was ; but private 
aflurances, however refpeSable, had no weight with him, 
when they militated againft public judgments, legally and 
fblemnly pronounced. Nay, he would go farther, not even 
oaths. The honourable gentleman had been convicted by 
the verdiS of a jury, by the legal and qonAitutional voice of 
his country, of having fub verted the government of Madras. 
He was not therefore permitted to doubt of the fad, fo far as 
that went. As to the honourable gentleman's intentions, as 
fct forth in his affidavits fworn to in common with others, he 
by no means intended to controvert the truth of them. What- 
ever they might be, however true, ftili he was entitled to fay, 
that the charge of having fub verted the government was not 
only proved, but declared bj the judgment of his peers. 

It was not his bufinefs, in that place, to review the fentence 

?{red upon the honourable gentleman and his colleagues, 
he court did not think that thefa&s found were fuch, or fo 
laid, as to jiiftify the fentence prayed by him, acting under 
the direfiion of that Houfe. The court might have, in fo 
doing, a£led very properly; but ftill the material part of the 
charge was maintained, though the inteptioa ^f the offisnders 

{0 
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fo far wrought cm the cdurtj as to mitigate the fevcrity of 
the fentence. The argument of intention^ if carried its full 
length, would go to the impeachment of the fentence, as well 
as tne verdid» That, he believed, was not what the honour* 
able gentleman meant; he fpoke, he pfefumedj to the mea- 
fure of the punifhmenti not to fay that ho putiifhment was 
due, becaufe no crime had been committed. 

Sir G, fyimiweU denied that adminiftration had improperly 
interfered in thtt affairs of the Eaft-India company. They 
had done nothing but their duty* The public, upon a re- 
newal of the charter, had moft certainly a right to impofe 
terms upon the Eaft-India Company, and had no other 
bounds m diftating thofe terms than the general intereft. 
That general intereft could be no otherwife fupported than 
by fair, eauitable, practicable terms on the part of govern* 
meat. If they were fuch as the company would not be able 
to perform, the confequence would be, that the company 
miul be ruined, and the nation be difappointed ; in truths 
their intereft was fo infeparably conne£led, that it was im- 

Coffible to ferve and hurt one without materially ferving or 
urting the other. 

Thisl)eing his opinion, he fupported the propofitions made 
by the noble Lord to the diredlors in the general court ; be- 
caufe, though perhaps they did not meet exa£lly his ideas, they 
afforded a proper bafis for a treaty, to be afterwards modelled 
in Parliament* The proprietors propofitions ftood partly in 
the fame predicament, thoueh farther removed off the true 
ground ; but this he would fay, that either or both contained 
matter very fit for Parliamentary difcuffion, where they muft 
come, in any event, at laft to receive the fandion of the 
legiflature. The prefent motion, befides being fanQloned 
by the authority of an a£l of Parliament, naturally led to 
that point. It would of courfe bring the whole bufmefs 
«ader the confideration of that Houfe, where only it could 
.be finally adjufted. 

The Attorney General went very fully into the fubje£t of the 
local government in India ; faid it was conduced upon very 
improper ideas, and called moft loudly for the interference of 
that Houfe, where only the evil coulcibecorreded. 

About forty years fmce a fyltem of oppreflion had been 
adopted by the Indian Princes. A feries of ufurpations, 
finiggles, and civil wars, firft gave birth to it. Princes were 
depoied, competitors daily rofe up, and ufurpations almoft 
yearly happened within the empire of Indoftan. The vidlor 
or ulqrper. having acwired dominion by force axviNvAi^x^n^ 
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ha^ no intereft in the dominion thus acquired. He looked 
upon his throne to be held by a very precarious tenure, and of 
courfe endeavoured, by extortion and ppprefiion, to athafs mo- 
ney during his temporary government, for the purpofc of ena- 
bling him to defend his crown againft the next competitor, 
or to render himfelf a rich individual when it flioiiTd become 
his turn to be difpoffclTed, . Hence the fuhjeS was oppreffed 
beyond meafure. The full value of the foil, that being the 
foufce of all revenue in India, was taken, and the tenant or 
landholder, inftead of labouring for himfelf and the ftate, was 
compelled to labour only for the lord of the foil. He would 
appeal to gentleraens* experience and feelings, whether that 
country muft not in the end be ruined or depopulated where 
Tuch a policy prevails? This might be exculed in fome mear 
fure in thole whofe religion, manners^ and policy taught 
them to fuppofe, that the many were created for the purpofes 
of adminiftering to the enjoyments, happinefs, and dignity 
of the few; but under an Englifli government, fuch an idea 
was to the laft degree prepofterous, impolitic, and abfurd. 
What, however, had the Eaft* I M a Company done? They 
had copied the barbarous policy of thofe to whbfe poffeflibns 
they fucceeded; they copied the fame fyftem of oppreffion, 
by which at length they defeated the orily end fuch a fyftem 
could anfwer, that of enormous fums drawn from the fweat 
and toil of the miferable inhabitants. 

To reform this ftaraeful abufe ought to be, in his opinion. 
One great objeft with Parliament. He thought the people, 
befidesthefcanty fubfiftence they drew frorri their labour and 
induftry, ought to have an intereft, a ftake in the government 
of the country they lived in ; they fhould be rewarded for their 
Induftry. It would hold them by tics the- moft indiflbluble to 
a government which held out perfonal rewards for honeft in- 
duftry. It would create an affeclionand attachment; it would 
render them not only ufefnl, but dutiftihand loyal fubjedls ; 
but above all, it would give a permanency and ftability to 
our government, which could not be acquired by any ftrength 
or tcrrpr derived merely from the fuperior (kill and bravery 
#f our troops. The Bririfh fubjefts in Ihdoftan muft foon 
fee the difference between them and the fubjefts of the Maho- 
metan and native Princes. This, fooner or later, would na- 
turally lay a foundation of ftrength and internal profperity, 
which would render •ur poftcflions in that country as per- 
manent as any one part of the Britifh empire. He would 
therefore recommend to the Houfe, when the affairs of the 
Esft-India Company came before it, to pay a fpecia^attention 

to 
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to this particular. The prefent territorial reventiej as he 
heard in the courfe of the debate, had been dated at three 
millions four hundred thoufand pounds per annum. He 
would maintain, that though fomc defalcation (hould be 
made in the rents to the landholders, that defalcation would 
be amply made up in other refpedls. The revenues would 
be more regularly paid ; there would be fewer deficiencies ; 
in ftiort, in every point of policy, commerce, population^ 
and even revenue, he was perfuadcd that the adoption of 
the plan which he had thus haftily thrown out, would 
be found much preferable to the prefent fyftem of per- 
fonal oppreflion, and all the mifchiefs which arife from 
impofing rack-rents upon the wretched people of that 
country. 

Lord Ongley called upon the noble Lord to know why he 
was in fuch a hurry to give notice to the company. He 
was not obliged to give notice till the 5th of April. His 
Lordfhip alfo fpoke to various other matters relative to the 
fu[Me£l. 

hord North replied, and explained the meaning of his 
prefent motion ; a motion which precluded no propofitions 
to be hereafter made by the company, nor prevented Par- 
liament from acceding to any, but which of neceflity he was 
bound to make at that time, or let a year of the publick's 
right to the reverfion of the trade (lip away, and without 
any confideration. 

Mr. Huffey approved of the noble Lord's motion, and in 
reply to one of the fpeakers, who had termed the Eaft-India 
Company great and glorious, he denied that they deferved 
thofc epithets, declaring that the company ought to be re- 
garded with a jealous eye by Parliament, or from grofs mif-i- 
management the diredors would lofe all our acquifitions 
in Inda. He thought the propofitions, which the diredors 
had propofed as .having been aflented to as the bafis of a 
treaty by the noble Lord, fuch . as the company ought to 
have acceded to, and being a proprietor, he bad voted jit the 
general court accordingly* 

■ At length the fioufe divided on the previous queflion, 
: Ayes - * . - 68. 

hfoes ■ - *,.■■.:•■*. ... 142* . ' 

The- original queflion was thcn^put and carried. 
.Thisbimnefs over, Mr. i^<?Af tnoved, ■* " that a lift of 
the names of the pcrfohsiwfio fabfcribcd for this year's 
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loan of twelve millions be prefcnted to that Houfc."— • 
Ordered* 

Lord N^rth brought in his bill for appointing commiffion-- 
ers of the public accounts ; upon this 

Colonel B4irre rofe, and after taking notice of the very 
unhandfome manner the noble Lord conduced himfelf, in 
taking the bufiaefs out of his hands^ produced a bill vihich 
bad been palled the 2nd of William and Mary, and which 
had been almoft literally copied in the loth of Queen Anne. 
It was not neceflfary to enter into any narrative, he faid, how 
it came to pafs that the great objedls held out by both bills 
were eventually defeated. It was fufficient for him to ob- 
fervcy that Aich a bill, exa£lly the ianae in title with that 
now prefented by the noble Lord, had been pafled at the 
period firft alluded to. 

He then proceeded to ftate the difference between both 
bills. The prefent bill went only to three points, the modr 
of accounting, the defeds in that mode, and report of the 
balances in the hands of certain officers in high truft# The 
bill in his hand went generally to the whole of the public 
expenditiire, to the treafiiry, admiralty, navy, -arnqr,^ all 
the Aibordinate boards and public eftaUi&ments, and what 
was now deemed ajcind of pditical blafphemy^ even to 
the facred expenditure of the whole of the civil lift. He 
had that aA in his pofleiGon for fome days ; (bfnetimes at 
home, foaietinies in his pocket, but never out <^ his pof- 
ftifioii. When it had been ifarongly contended by feverat 
gentlemea on the oppofite benches, of the firft weight and 
anthonty in this country, one of them profefltng htmfelf a 
xcvoltifion wbigf [Lord Weflicotel and the other a learned 
gentleman [Advocate of Scotland] who contended^ that mo 

Cecedent previous to the revolution ought to be attended to, 
t every precedent fuice ought ; it might feem ftrang^e that 
hr had.npt ftood forth and prodiiiced thepieoedent which he 
held tn his hand. Ht h^ foUle reafoos for not doing fo ; at 
one tiiae the aA wa$ not ia hSs pocket, when il waahe de- 
clined to produce it» for mcftives which he was nof obliged 
to explain* But fMie particularly it m^|{ht be aiked, when 
many of the fupporters of his honourable friead's bill [Mr. 
Burke] diflSned refpeaif^ the claufe which was toft in the 
committee the preowEag cramng by a Igreat majority, and 
trifled tlieir diflen^ OMfaly on the ground of impropriety 
and want of precedent^ why h« had not produced the aft as 
a precedent perf«dly applicable I AH he thought fit to fay 
I was. 
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was, that he was much indifpofed, and unable to fpeak, on 
account of a hoarfenefsy which the Houle, he prefumed, 
could not help obferving he fiill hiboured under* Indeed, 
he fpoke with fo much pain, that nothing but the abfolute 
neceflity of faying a few words could have induced him to 
rife. 

He next proceeded to the two concluding claufes of the 
ad, which he faid contained the moft unequivocal proofs, 
that not only the affirmative or dire£h>ry part of it went to 
an enquiry into the whole of the expenaiture of the civil 
lift, but that the provifo ftated the (mgle exception to the 
general rule. He then read the provifional exception ; 
^^ that nothing in this z&, fhould extend, or be conftrued to 
extend, into any enquiry refpeAing the ifliie of money for 
the ufe of the privy purte, or for fecret fervice." This pro* 
vifional exception was however further modified by the con- 
cluding provifo : ** provided always, fays the ad, that the 
faid enquiry do extend to all penfions, &c. payable, due, or 
|;rowhig due, which have been j^ranted fince a certain day 
It! the month of November, 1688, to the feflton in which 
faid aA was to take its commencement ; namely, the year 
1691." 

So that not only the whole of the official eftablifiiments, 
navy, army, ordnance, and all the fubordinate boards, were 
theob|eds of the a£t of 1691 and 1711, but likewife the 
civil lift expenditure, under the two heads of the privy purfe 
and fecret lefviGe ; the latter of which was not exempt from 
enquiry, {bfaf ais the fame might be iflTued in private pen^ 
fions withheld ffolxi the public eye. * •' - 

After having' very fully commenfed upon the dircft vari- 
ance both in principle and objed, between the bill «*^w pre^ 
fented hf the ndble"^^ Lord, and that which he- had read, he 
begged leave to aiflire the noble JLord, that he was miftaken, 
if he imagined (hat: the peftiioners, or the greaVbody-of th'e 
people of England, wcrt;tof^bei«rtpdf#i*4jponby thi^biH^iow 
preiented. They were rtcd ignoVant how that WA' came into 
his hands, orihthe maniicr,'J%e'W6to1dfey^Jie ungentfematv- 
like, uncandfd manner it ;hacl bt4^A^Wh*ftbd^bt of hto: It 
would, after whk' he had flb^ ftated, reqmj«6 nb great iit- 
duftry to perfuadc them;- that:>hrs bilfi'^had Itbecn permirfi^ 
to proceed^ would have pfoved foniethihg extremely differ- 
ent from the ibameful impofture, the fcandalous deceit, en- 
deavoured to be put upbh them by the ftiadow now pro* 
pofed y they would, they moft perceive, that the prefent bill 

D 3 meant 
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meant nothing, even of what it pretended to import| much 
fefs of any thing fubftantial, or which went to the root of 
the evil. It was a cheat, a fcandalous cheat, of the mod 

frofs kind and ciMmfy texture. He trufted the people of 
England would confider it as fuch ; he felt, he was perfuad- 
cd they would ; and perceiving not only that it was meant 
to aniwer no fubftantial purpofe, but that, under the idea 
of doing fomething, it was meant as a trick on the public, 
to divide, djftrad, and fow diyifions among thofc who 
virtually meant the fame thing, but who, ading upon what 
were called moderate principles, might be detached from the 
great body of the people, under a lalfe notion, that altho' 
every thing could not be obtained at once, conliderable 
?idvances might be made in the great fcheme of public reforr 
ination. 

He did not rife to oppofe the bill in this ftage. Whatever 
incurable defeds it might have in its firft information, the 
principle of it commanded his hearty approbation. The bill 
was ordered to be printed ; when printed he would be 
enabled to fpeak to the particular parts of it with more pre- 
cifion. An eftabliihment, he perceived, was to \)q made, 
clerks appointed, and com miffi oners, with falaries annexed, 
and he prefumed confiderable ones. With thefe minor con- 
iieierations he had nothing to do at prefent ; but before he 
fat down, he wouldf hoarfe as he was, fay a word or two 
pn .a fubjedl not diredly coming wjthin the fubjeft of the 
prefent bill^ but in point of efFedt, and originating from hi$ 
own early intentions, nearly conncfted with it. What h^ 
alluded to was relative to two motions which he tooj^ 
the liberty to make about three weeks fince (fecond of 
March) the day the noble Lord firft avowed his intention 
of taking the bill, now in the hands of the chair, out of 
his who was the author of it. fHere the Colonel entered 
into the mimitia of that tranfadion, and appealed to the 
Houfe if he had not fairly ftatpd it, with all its reUtive cir- 
cumflances.J 

'One of the two motions made by him that day went to 
the laying before the Houfe the progrefs of the public mo- 
ney, from the time it was taken or extorted from the 
pocket of the miferable, opprefled contributor, till it reach- 
ed the exchequer; and fo on till its final receipt ; and froin 
the commencement of the firfl: iflue till it reached the per-; 
fon for whom it was originally defigned, the foldier, the 
feaman, &c. 

He 
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He had drawn up a motion for that purpofe. Before he 
ventured to fubmit it to the Houfe he Ihewed it to the noble 
Lord; he confulted him on the propriety of the terms in 
which it was drawn up. His Lordfhip approved of it. He 
afterwards made it, and the Houfe having adopted it> it 
was no longer his but theirs. At the time he propofed the 
motion he accompanied it with a fhort explanation, and an 
application particularly addreffed to the noble Lord, be- 
feeching his Lordfhip's afliftance, and honeflly confefUng 
how futile and nugatory it would be to make fuch a motion 
without it was firft underftood the noble Lord fhould pro- 
mife, not a general, but a dire<S, fpecific, and finccre af- 
flflance. The noble Lord did pledge himfelf, not to him 
alone, but that Houfe, for fo foon as the motion was 
adopted it belonged not to him but to the Houfe. He had 
'^efore pledged himfelf as a gentleman to him ; yet what 
iias happened? I am not ready to make in this Houfe 
charges merely perfonal ; but this, on the prefent occafion, 
I will fay, that tHe noble Lord bioke his word with me, as 
a gentleman. I (hewed him the motion before I made if. 
I fiiggefted my doubts. I feared my ignorance of tech- 
nical language of office. I confuhed the noble Lord. J 
entreated his affiftante, he promifcd it. He read the mo^ 
tion ; he approved of it ; yet the noble Lord, at the end of 
three weeks, feeins to forget every thing he faidthen ; every 
thing he promifed. The motion went, it of courfc became 
the motion of this Houfe. I endeavoured to inform myfelf 
on the fubjeft. I confuhed with one of the fecretaries in 
the noble Lord's department [Mr. Robin fon.] I told him 
what had been done in conlequence of the order of the 
Houfe. I called upon gentlemen in the refpedtive offices 
at the exchequer, and prefl'cd expedition in making out the 
accounts moved for. I called at the auditor's; they di- 
refted me to the chamberlain, the chamberlain to the jpells, 
the pells to the tellers, and fo on, ad infinitum. When I 
endeavoured to make myfelf underdood, they rcfpeSively 
flared, and feemcd furprifed, and alternately Shifted me off 
from one to the other, till, I vow to God ! I was inclined 
to believe, that the motion I alluded to was on].y agreed tp iti 
order to render me ridiculous and expofe'my ignorance. As 
i faid before, I applied to the honourable gentleman, who is 
one of the fecretaries of the treafury. He gave me feme 
little light. At one office, my motipn defcrited a period 
from Michaelmas, 1778, to Michaelmas, 1779. I was in- 

D 4 formed 
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formed that the accounts were made up from Chriftmas to 
Chriftmas ; in anotheri that they were made up in the num* 
|ier defcribed in the motion ; that it could anlwer no futi. 
^antial or effeAu^l purpofe, becaufe the accounts confided 
pot folely, or perhaps of ciFefiual receipts, in the year 
1778 or 17799 growing and becoming due in thofe years, 
but in monies of two or three years back, which had not 
been biefore paid in. 

Good God ! what a ftate of trick and impofltion is this ! 
I am not very vain, nor if I were, (hould I be ready to 
betray any (ymptoms of it in this Houfe ; but I am not 
afliamed to (ay, that if the noble Lord in the blue ribbon 
were as honed a man as I am, he would fcorn to zSt fo dif- 
ingenuous and uncandid a part. Why not honedly fay, I 
will oppofe your motion ? I do not like it, nor will I agree 
to it ; or x do not underdand it, confequently it is not 
fuch as I can give an opinion upon* I do not know that it 
y^ill, or will not, anfwer your expedation ; therefore you 
piud apply to others more converfant in the bufinefs of the 
exchequer than its chancellor, or you mud exert your own 
indudry. This would have been the condud of a fair and 
honed man ; but, under the fliameful pretext of zStivt ap* 
probation, for the noble Lord to privately plume himfelf m 
gaining three weeks, by a mere trick, which bis high (itua- 
tioa enabled him to play on this Houfe, was an ad To much 
beneath him, either as a member of this Houfe, or the 
odenfible minider of this country, at lead the finance mi. 
Iiider, that I want words to exprefs my indignation and 
furprize. 

The Colooel went into fome further explanation of the 
fatne tendency, and xioncluded with hoping, that the inde- 
pendent part of that Houfe, and the nation at larse, would 
retain a proper fenfe of the condu A of the noble Lord, and ' 
of the uncommon indudry he bad exerted, in endeavouring 
to defieat the wiflies of the people. 

jLord N^rtb laid, he was not then prepared to enter into a 
delate on the bill, becaufe the prefent was not the proper 
O^r When it came tQ that, he ihould fupport it, to the 
f>eft of fiis abilities, and aiSgn fuch reafons, as feemed fuf- 
ficient to h|m p deterfniiie his judgment. The honourable 
gentleman had reail the copy of an zSt of Parliament, pafled 
upon a porticnlafr pjcjcaiipn, to fliew, that Parliament thought 
f^y were yeded with a power to enquire into and controul 
-tjbe civil ltd e^cpenditure^ He believed no man would un- 
dertake 
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dertake to controvcit the right, in every poflible cafe, •that 
could be put, or in every poflible (ituation ; but thofe who 
atrgued for the applicaticm of the general principle in the 
prefent ftate of public affairs were bound to prove, in his 
opinion, that it became ncceflary to carry it into execution ; 
otherwife, their argument amounted to this ; that whatever 
Parliament might do at one time, they ought, becaufe they 
had a right, to do at another. He begged pardon of the 
Houfe, for he perceived that he was infenfibly tending to- 
wards a debate upon the bill, which he by no means meant ; 
the queftion (imply before the Houfe being, whether the bill 
(hould be read a lecond time ? The honourable gentleman 
faid, he did not rife to oppofe that motion ; he ihould there* 
fore turn his attention to that part of the honourable gentle* 
man's fpeech, which required an anfwer, and which he 
Ihould give as far as he was able ; particularly as it contained 
an accufation againft him of a want of candour, and a breach 
of promife* \ : ■ ' ^ 

The honourable gentleman (aid, th*t he" (hewed his in- 
tended motion for laying* before the Houfe an account of 
the monies received or paid by the contributor through the 
. whole progrcfs and receipt, till its firft iflue at the eicchequer; 
and from thence in its (everal iflaes till it came to the hand 
of the perfotis for which its ufe waf origiitally de(lined« He 
acknowledged it ; and that he gave private jiiTuraiiCc to the 
honourable gentleman, that having approved of it, he would 
do all in his power to give it efred. He further ackAow- 
Jedged, that when the motion v^ras afterwards prbpofed, -and 
die honourable gentlpman called upon him for his a(fiflhn<i^» 
he added a public aflTurance, of the fame riature,^ which he 
had before given in private. So hr then the * honourable 
gentleman and he perfeOly agreed on the (\ilqca of what 
pafled on that day, both in onvftte coriverfatiofi, and after- 
wards in the Houfe, and frcim thefe > protnifes the Houfe 
would be enabled to judge* fwrw (kr thecharg^ of^ a want 
of candour, or breach of' promife, iiVas fairly lApiHfeble to 
him. . ■:*■■.'•.■ 'r.' .: ' s::.-' 

He had on the very firlVopportunityy-afttrth^^ote paffcd, 
^iven the mod &lland dive^ piUltrd to ihe'ofliccfr^ jM'^T^ks, 
mthe feveral offices under his control, to'cdft>ply with the 
order. In the treafury, diredly under his owneyej he gave, 
fpecific diredions, as well as general infhrtidions. On the 
application of an honourable friend of his fMr. Robinfon] 
fdluded to by the honourable gentleman, he deflred him to con- 
vey 
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vey a mcflage to the fevcral officers under his immediate 
controwl, as Chancellor of the Exchequer. The honourable 
gentleman faid, that he had applied to his honourable friend, 
who, after confulting the officers in the Exchequer, faid, 
that the order, as it was drawn up, could not be complied 
with. If th;;t fhould happen to be really the cafe, he hoped 
he Hood free of any charge. The honourable gentleman's 
not having drawn up his motion in fuch a manner that it 
could be prafticably obeyed, was furcly no fault of his. The 
honourable gentleman had, in faft, acknowledged the in- 
efficiency of his own motion ; fays he. The period defcrib- 
cd was from Michaelmas to Michaelmas, in one of the offi- 
ces J the accounts being made up to Chriftmas each year, it 
was impofiible to comply wiih the order. Again, he has told 
you, that the receipt between Michaelmas 1778, and Mi- 
chaelmas 1779, is not the adual receipt of that particuliir 
year, but is compofed of monies due and payable for the two 
or three preceding years, though not actually paid in, till 
within the period ftated in his motion. Says the honourable 
gentleman, I went to the Auditor's office, and was told I was 
wrong ; that I fhould have gone to the Remembrancer's^ and 
when I came there, received a fimilar anfwer, by being refer- 
red to the Pells, and fo on to the Tellers, the Chamberlain; 
&c. All this may be very true for ought I know, but how 
this can be adduced as a proof of my breach of proihife, or 
want of candour, 1 confels fincerely I am at a lofs to com* 
prehend. 

I do aiTure the honourable gentleman, however ready he 
may be to throw blame upon me, that I gave the mofl full, 
fpecific, and unequivocal inftrudlions, that the order might 
not only be literally, but fubflantially complied with ; and 
without ailigning any other reafon, 1 think the honourable 
gentleman, fuppoflng even I were refponfible for the efFeS of 
his motion, has rather been too impatient and precipitate in 
his cenfurc. He has ibtcd it to be very extenfive, and direc- 
ted to a great variety of objtds. 1 believe it is not more than 
ten days fince the order was made ; and yet he prefumes that 
there is an intention to defeat it, becaufe the whole of the 
materials have not been laid before now on that table. [Told 
the motion was moved and palTed on the 2d of March, three 
weeks fmce, all but one day.] 
' His Lordlhip faid, that made no elTential difference ; for 
there was no faying that any improper delay had been made, 
without the time allowed and the duty performed were fairly 
mcafurcd again ft each oilier. 

Colonel 
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Colonel Barre re-ftated fliortly feme of his former argpinents , 
He was not furprifed that fo much indnftry had been ufed, in 
order to defeat the obje£l oi[ his nriotion ; for if ever it iliould 
be fully complied with, which he trufted the Houfe would 
take care it Ihould, as it would no longer be his motion, but an 
order of the Houfe unanimoufly carried, fuch proofs of fraud 
and peculation would be difclofed as would not only fill the 
public with indignation, but Ihock fome of the warmeft 
friends of the prefent admlniftration. As to the plaufible de- 
fence made by the noble Lord, and his ingenious acknowledg- 
ment of a promife of affiftance, it amounted to juft nothing. 
The faft was, that he had confulted the noble Lord upon the 
propriety of the motion before he made it ; that if it was in- 
adequate to the purpofes for which it was framed, the noble 
Lord fhould have been candid enough to have pointed out the 
defefts, and propofed a remedy at the time ; cbnfequenily 
the noble Lord muft either acknowledge his. ignorance of the 
high office he held in the Exchequer, and the eftablidied mode 
ot making up the accounts there, or itand convided of a 
want of candour and breach of promife. It was impofllble 
for his Lordfhip to evade or avoid one or the other part of the 
alternative ; and he mod readily left the. Noble Lord to His 
choice. He trufted, however, that the Houfe would take up 
the matter, after the recefs, in the light of a public document. 
Xhe motion was no longer his : it belonged to the Houfe, as 
foon as it received their fandion ; confequently they were 
})ound, in refpedk of their own authority, to give it eiFeft. 
The petitions of their conftitucnts, bcfides, went to a reform 
j)f the public expenditure; and that, he hoped, would be a 
further incitement, when it was notorious, that it" would.be 
impofllble to reform abufts in the expenditure of the public 
money, till the mode of expenditure, and of c6urfe the abufes, 
if any, fhould be firft known. . ^ 

The bill was read the firft time, and ordered to be read the 
fccond time after the Eafter holidays. 

Mr. Z). Hartley moved for leave to b.ing in a bill for limit- 
ing the number of placemen. Leave was given. 
March 22. 

Hon. /. St. John faid he vvifhed to bring forward brie part 
of the plan of regulation and reform, which had been opened 
to the Houfe a few weeks fincc by an honourable. gentleman 
facing him, and which he begged leave to take that 6|5portu- 
pity of laying, he admired as much as any one of the niany 
who had fpoken in its praifc, though perhaps he faw It in a 
^different point of view from other gentlemen, and thought it 

laudable 
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laudable, chiefly in regard, and in proportion to its financial' 
tendency. The honourable gentleman had done a great deal 
already towards producing to the Houfe a pradical mode of 
furthering the plan, and carrying it into execution. His in- 
tention in rinn§, and his wim was, to aflift in forwarding an 
eflential part of that plan, in order to do which, it was ne- 
ceflary for him to aflc the honourable gentleman a queftion. 
The part of the plan he had turned his attention to, was that 
to which he was mod competent to fpeak, from the place he 
held under the Crown ; aplace, that he would venture to fay 
was by no means an inefficient one. He alluded to the in- 
tention of felling the royal foreils, and thofe domains which 
were properly called Crown Lands. This idea ftnick him as 
well worthy the attention of Parliament. At prefent, with 
all hit care, it was as mcuh as he was able to effed, to pre- 
vent the Crown Lands, which ought to produce a revenue^ 
from becoming burthenfome and expenfive to the (late. He 
thought they might be fold in fuch a manner and on fudi 
terms as fbould render a produ£live and efficient fund for 
them. He wiihed therefore to know of the honourable gen* 
tieman when he meant to produce his bill for the fale df the 
Crown Lands. Mr. St. John, before he fat down, ftated in 
vrhat jpoints, relative to Mr. Burke's plan, he differed in opt* 
Siion from the noble Lord in the blue ribband, and fudi 
other of his friends, as he generally voted with, and gave hit 
reafun for entertaining fuch a diflference of judgment. 

Mr. Burke rofe to reply, and began with complimenting 
the honourable and learned gentleman, for having lo properly 
attended to the duties of his place ; a place which he was not 
only ready to agree was an efficient one, but the moft efficient 
of any help under the Crown ; for furely no place could be 
more ufeful, than that which prevented an efficient revenue 
from becoming an inefficient revenue, which attended a ficlt 
and dying fource of inc^ome, and by interpofing, watching, 
and adminiflering reviving and cordial medicines, when the 
agonies of death were on it, refcued it from the grave, and 
gave it new life. After this exordium, Mr. Burke went into 
a kind of gener^} review, not only on his plan, but of the 
progrefs he had made in ^edpcing its feveral parts toapraSi- 
cal fhape. Though he could not fay he had matured the 
whole, and put it into form, when he opened his plan to the 
Houfe ; he certainly had not attempted to come there upon 
the niere fhadow of a fpeculation, nor had he ventured to 
ftate the outlines of his plan, before be had made a confider. - 
able progrefs iri putting it into fhape. The Bill for felling 

the 
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the Principsdities, the Crown Lands, &c. was then in his 
bands, and had been drawn by him ibme time fincek As he 
wifhed not however to bring any bill into the Houfej till he 
iiad done, his utmolt to render it as miqueftionable as ppflible, 
be had, perhaps with more candour than prudence, at leaft 
with lefs caution tiian fome men would have ufed, ihewn it to 
a number of perfons, and fully opened his intentions refpefU 
ing it. A large circle of Welfii gentlemen had feen it, and 
from fome objeftions which had been dated, he had been 
obliged to fit down again, and tear the principality of Wales 
out of the bill« Anxious to get the rooft authoritative opinioft 
upon it, he had obtained it the inipedion of a great and de- 
fervedly eminent lawyer, well. known tothe Sp^er, both by 
name and cbarader ; and he was happy to have it in his 
power to fay, that the great authority, to which he alluded, 
had not only approved of the principle of the bill, but hadL 
wiflied he had gone further. The bill was, as he had befone 
faid, in his hand, and would in two minutes be ready to be 
delivered to the clerks of the Houfe to copv. It woidd there* 
fore be brought in by him foon after the holidavso 

As foon as Mr. Burke and Mr. St. John had fettled theit 
quedion and anfwer, Sir James Lowtber rofe and £iid, be had 
been excited^ from what had happened that momingt to 
call the attention of the Houfe to an affair which be tbwght 
merited their immediate confideration. A duel, he unckri- 
ftood, had that morning taken place, in confequence dF 
feme woffds which had been fpoken in both Houfes of Par* 
liament 1 if this was to go on, and the Houfe did not inter- 
pofe its authority, there would be an end of the freedom of 
debate, and an end of the bufmefe in Parliament. The 
cuftom-feemed as if it were Rowing upon gentlemen, and it 
behoved the Houfe to exert itfetf, and proc^ in fucfa -man- 
lier, that the two recent inftances of the kind might be the 
lafi. When he feid this, he by no means wilhed to put men 
of fjpirit ittio a difhonouraUe Atuation. It bad been his 
roisfertune more than once to have been engaged in fuch. 
affiiirs, and whenever he was called upon, he trufted he 
ihouU ihew himfelf ready, and do what was proper. But 
be was then fpeaking as. a Member of Parliament, and am 
advocate fee the freedom of debate. If free debate were to 
be interpreted into perfonal attack, and queftions of a public 
nature, wbkh came before either Houfe, were to be decided 
by the fword, Parliament would refemble a Pb)i(b diet^ and 
the Members would do better to give up all ideas of parli-^ 

amentary 
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amentary difciiflion, to abandon the Senate^ and refort iat 
once to ihe field, where they might have reconrfe to anns, 
as the folc arbiter of political difference of opinion. 

Mr. jfeiam rofe, and immediately the attention of the 
Houfe was fixed upon him. He declared the honourable 
gentlemen had made it neceflary for him to fay a few words, 
becaufe moft clearly the honourable gentleman had alluded 
to him in one part of his fpeech. With regard to a certain 
bufinefs, in which he had the misfortune to be concerned^ 
no man could regret it more than he did, nor could any one 
have more unwillingly entered upon it. He thanked the 
honourable gentleman for giving him an opportunity of 
publicly declaring that he had in that unhappy affair a£ted 
without communication with any one, but folely in compli- 
ance with the diftatcs of his own heart, and in compliance 
Jwith the impulfe of certain principles of honour and feel- 
ing, implanted in his breaft by nature, in confonancc to 
which he h^d ever aded, and hoped as long as he lived he 
fhould continue to aft, becaufe whenever he ftruck out of 
that path to which thofe principles di reded, he fhould hold 
himfelf unworthy of a moment's attention in that Houfe, or 
a moment's attention from any man of honour and integrity. 
Amidfl the unhappinefs and the unwelcome fenfations occa- 
iioned by the recalling to- his mind that unfortunate affair, 
which he hoped would be the laft of the kind he fhould 
ever be involved in, he had one comfort and one fatisfadlion, 
and that was, that it enabled him in the face of the Houfe 
to do juftice to the charafter of the honourable gentlemen 
concerned with him in the unfortunate affair alluded to, 
and to alfert in the hearing of fo refpeftable an affembly^ 
that he had found in him that fpirit, that manlinefs, and that 
honour, which it was before- fuppofed the honourable gen- 
tleman poflefl'ed, and which equalled thofe tranfcendent 
abilities that had created him the admiration of every mem* 
ber in that Houfe^ and of none in a more eminent degree 
than of himfelf. He hoped^what he now faid would not be 
thought flattery ; he meant to flatter no- man, and he was 
fufe if he bad fo far defcerided from hisown principles to 
be mean enough to attempt to flatter the hon4:>ufable gentle«> 
man in queftion, the honourable gentleman-'s liberal fpirit, 
^nd dignity of feeling, would have induced him to rejeft the 
flattery with the difdain it would merit. His f(de intention 
vrzs, to do the honourableg^ntleman jnflice. ^ 

.' ' He 
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He was corifcious of the great refpeft due to that Houfe, 
and he could read in the Speaker's countenance his fenfe of 
the impropriety of reference to fuch a matter within thofe 
walls. He felt the refpeft which he owed to the Houfc, he 
truftedy as much any man, but he felt alfo the refpeft due 
to his own charaSer, and he hoped the Houfe would have 
the goodnefs to overlook the irregularity he had been guilty 
of, when they confidcred the torrent of abufe that had been 
pouifd down upon him in almoft every newfpaper, and the 
ba(e motives that had been imputed to his conduct ; motives 
fo mean, fo infamous, and fo much beneath the adoption of 
any man who had the fmaliefl fenfe of honour, that he trufted 
no perfon who had the lead knowledge qf his condu<9: in life, 
could for a moment harbour a thought fo intolerably injurious 
10 him, as to imagine they actuated him in the affair to which 
he had felt himfelf under the neccflity of alluding. He de- 
clared to God, he had no motive whatever but the convic- 
tion that he could not exift with honour, without taking the 
ftcp which he had taken. And fo far from being guilty of 
the bafe fervilily of hoping to pleafe a miniftcr by what he 
had done, he difclaimed any connexion whatever with the 
rotnifter ; he thanked God he could fay he had never crofled 
thetbrefhold of that n>inifter's door, he had never aflced him 
a favour, nor had he any favour to afk of him. He added, 
that though the grounds upon which the honourable gentle- 
man, who had been concerned in the ^ffair with a noble Earl 
that morning, had proceeded, were uncommunicatedtohim, 
fo well was he acquainted with the principles of that ho- 
nourable gentleman's heart, of his high fenfe of honour, 
and of his ftrift attention to every thing that became a gen- 
tleman, that fie would undertake to fay, he had proceeded 
upon fuch grounds as would, whenever they were known, 
add to the refpe£lability of his chara6ler, place him, if pof- 
iible, ftill higher than he was, in the opinion of all who 
knew him, and entitle him to the^dpprobation of every maa 
of honour and fenfibility. He had been bred up with the 
honourable gentleman, he knew his principles, and he (hould 
have thought himfelf unworthy of that friendihip in which 
he lived with him, and which he regarded as a high honour^ 
had he not faid thus much in his behalf. 

Sit Adam Fergufon fpoke in the praife of Mr. Fullartohf in 
terms of the warmed panegyric, and faid, he was fure that 
gentleman had a6led upon the molt pure and correS princi- 
ples of honour in tlie unfortiinatc affair which had taken 
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place that morning, the particulars of which were unknown 
lo him. He dechred he had often felt the extreme^ i>ain 
at bearing in the courfe of debate that degree of perfonal 
feverity and inve£tive which every gentleman, on refiedion, 
muft know to be improper, and muft be co'nfcious he would 
not be.fufFered to make ufe of in any other place. Sir Adam 
fubmitted it to the candour of the honourable gentleman who 
had firft alluded to the tranfadlion, whether it would be right 
or juftifiable, in point of delicacv, to proceed to difcuis it, 
or make any motion upon it, in the abfence of the b^iour- 
able gentleman who was principally concerned in it. 

Sit yamfs Lvwther declared ne bad no intention to enter 
into a particular dii^cuflion of it, neither had he any inten- 
tion to make any motion upon it in the abfence of the ho- 
nourable gentleman. If he had miftakenly proceeded to any 
fuch matter, he was fure the Speaker of the Houfe would 
not have fuiFered him, but would have flopped him the mo- 
ment he attempted it. He had fpoke generally upon the 
fubjed, which firuck him as diredly militating againft the 
freedom of debate ^ in this point of view he had taken it up 
as a member of parliament, and fo far was he from defigning 
to make any perfonal reflexions, he had never been at the 
houfe of the noble Lordf and the honourable gentleman was 
unknown to him even in perfou, till be had rifen a A»y or 
two fince, and complained to the Hou(e of his having been 
injurioufly refleded on elfewheie. Without meaning any 
ihing perfonal, therefore, be muft repeat, that the matter 
ougm by fome means or other to be brought before the 
Jioufe, and if that was not fixed as the Uli day of their (lU 
ting, before the recefs, and much important bufinefs was to 
be done, he (hoi^d move, ihat the Houfe piocaed to the in- 
vefiigation of it inftantlyj becaufe be confideied the freedom 
of debate as an obied of die fiifl care and attention of Par* 
liament. As the Houfe was fituated, he would not move to 
have the matter then i^tated, but he begged the Houfe to 
receive it as a notice from him, that he ihould more, imme- 
diately after the holidays, that the honourable geatfemaa dp 
attend in his place, and that the matter be then taken into 
ponfideration. 

A general murmur of No ! No ! ran throu^ the Houfe ; 
ttpo!i which Sir James declared he had no obje&ion to alter 
ibe words of the motion he (hould hereafter make^ if they 
appeated to be improper. 

Mr. 



A. 1780. , D E B A T E S. 49 

Mr. Burke next fpoke> and began with complimenting Mr. 
Adam for the encomium he had pafTed on his honourable 
fricqd. He declared that the warmeft panegyrick was but 
juftice to his charaSer, and complained of his honoyrabte 
friend's having been called out, not to anfwer for what he had 
faid in Parliament, but for what a newfpaper had chofcn to im- 
pute to him. " God forbid, (he exclaimed) that gentlemen 
ftould be expeSed to anfwer forthegrofsmifreprefentationsof 
their fpeeches in that Houfe, which appear from time to time, 
in fome of the daily papers !" Having, faiil this, he went into 
a difcuilion of the matter which had given offence to the ho- 
nourable gentleman, who had that morning fought a duel 
with a noble friend of his, a member of the other Houfe of 
Parliament. He contended that the words fpoken by his no- 
ble friend were in the ftn^^eft fenfe parliamentary language, 
tliat it was impofliblc to talk of public meafures, without allu- 
ding to the men conne£led with thofe meafures, and that there 
was an end to the freedom of debate, if gentlemen gave way 
to their private feelings, and took offence at what was not per- 
fonally meant. The honourable gentleman who was abfent 
fecmedto have confounded public debate with private conver- 
fation. In the latter, the pbjeft was the happinefs and fatis- 
faftion of all prefcnt ; it was there the duty of .every one to 
be upon Kis guard, and to take'Care that he let no exprefHon 
flip him which might give ofJeVce to another, or difturb the 
harmony of the mcenn^ ; iajdliibltc debate, the cafe was wide- 
ly and efTemialfy diffcienf » ' The vdry means and end of public 
debate, were free /Jlfcu^orij'andf^an open linreferved mode of 
agitating every fubfeiV, tO wHich the qiieftion under debate 
had reference. Without 'ife^t free difcuilion, the queflidn 
could not be agitated at alj. TKJsdb^ririe, he proceeded to 
iapply to the ca% in^queftion \ the %2ix\ of Shelburne had en- 
tered into a conOdrntlph of the {fire of the army, a material 
part of the public cxpiance, and futelv,'a ifit matter for Par- 
liamentary difcuflion ; in dolp^ this, no had complained of 
one regiment being put under the command of a perfoii, 
whom he defcrLbed, perhaps riot Very correflly, as a clerk. 
Would any gentleman fay that this was not parliamentary"? 
What offence was there in it ? He would take upon him t5 
affert that there was hone. It was not direfterf perfonally, 
and no gentleman ought to have mixed his private feetijQgs fo " 
far with public debate as to have taken it to himfelf. 

Sir Harry Houghton interrupted Mr. Burke, by beggiTig 

him to remember that it had been in a manner aereed, that 

Vol. XVII. e the 



so PARLIAMENTARY A. 1780. 

the fubjeA fliould not be difcufTed in the abfence of the ho- 
noiirable gentleman concerned. He wi(hed therefore that it 
might drop for the prefcnt. 

Mr. Rigby declared he fubfcribed mod fully to the doc* 
frines laid down by the honourable member who fpoke laft 
but one, relative to the freedom of debate. Public meafures 
and public men were fit fubjeds of difcuflioni and if any 
check was put to the unreferved agitation of fuch topics. Par* 
liament would be of no ufe, and might as well be aboliflied* 
Certainly every member of that Houfe, and every member of 
the other, had a right to (peak his mind in Parliament, in the 
frecft manner npon all public matters, and in fome offices and 
appointments the man was fo blended with the office, and the 
two were fo iiifeparablv conneded, that it was impoffible to 
make a di(lin£tion, ancl allude to the one without at the fame 
time alluding to the other. Thefe were fafts that cwtry gen- 
tleman mud agree in. How far it was warrantable in the dif-* 
cuflion of public matters, and in the allufion to public men, 
to throw out reflexions of an invidious nature, and to treat 
them contemptuoufly, was another queftion relpeding which 
every gentleman mud draw his own line, and aa accordingly. 
An honourable member had faid he (bould move an enquiry 
into an unfortunate aflfair, which he underftood had taken 
place that morning ; might he advife, no enquiry whatever 
fliould be inditutcd Tefpedine it. That, and every other 
matter like it, fhould rc(t undifturbed, and be buried in obli- 
vion. Both parties, he was happy to hear, were fafe, and 
that no affair of the kind had terminated more to the honour 
of thofc concerned in it. Why then interfere with it ? Did 
the honourable gentleman think that any order or refolution 
of that HonCb, did he imagine thdt any a£t of the legiOatiire 
could prevent a gentleman's going out, as it was termed, 
with another, if he felt, or thought he felt his honour injured ? 
Had gentlemen fo foon forgot that there were a£ls of Par- 
liament againft duelling now in being ? The very attempt 
to prevent one man's fighting with another, was abfurd, be- 
caufe it v«^as impo^Gble, by any regulation of Parliament, to 
prevent it. What one gentleman feh as a reafbn for calling 
another out, might not operate equally in the br^aft of a fe- 
cond perfon. Every gentleman had his own peculiar feelings, 
and ^^ry gentleman would preferve his honour, in his own 
way. Duels of the kind that had happened that morning, 
and that had happened once before in the cotirfe of the pre-> 
fent feflion, haa nappened occafionally, time out of mind, and 
indifputably would happea agaift and again, as long as the 

world 
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world (hould endure. They were therefore matters which 
every man muft lament, but which no man^ nor no fet of 
men, were able to put a flop to. Out of this great evil, how- 
ever, he did think lome little.good would enfiie, and that was, 
it would teach gentlemen to confine themfelves within pro- 
per limits, and though it might not, and he hoped it would 
not, abridge the freedom of debate, he hoped it would make 
men rpeak in Parliament with better manners. 

This remark, he declared, he did not mean to apply per- 
fonally to either of the parties concerned in the unfortunate 
affair, which he lamented had happened that morning, or to 
any other gentleman. They were all apt to be off their 
guard in the burry and heat of debate. He had himfelf been 
as guilty of this error as any member either of that Houfe or 
of the other, and he had lately in a particular inftance treated 
an honourable gentleman with lefs civility than he ought to 
have done. He wasconfcious of this, and condemned him- 
felf for it. He repeated, therefore, that he hoped the un- 
fortunate affair that had taken place that morning, and a fimi- 
, lar one which had preceded it, would ferve as a warning to all 
of them, and teacn them to diftinguifh between the freedom 
and the licentioufnefs of debate. 

He difapproved of the idea of moving that the honoura- 
ble gentleman concerned in the affair of that morning, *^ be 
ordered, to attend in his place." Such a motion, he faidy 
was highly improper. It involved cenfure in it, for no mem- 
ber had ever.been fo ordered, unlefs the Houfe were previouf- 
ly in poflfeflion of fome matter of complaint againd him, for 
which they called upon him to anfwer and clear himfelf. He 
concluded with earneftly defiring that the matter might be 
dropped. 

Mr. Burke faid it was unfair to attack any gentleman in his 
abfence, but it was Aill more unfair toi accufe a man of having 
done wrong, or of defigning to do wrong, and then to con- 
demn him to filence. An honourable member had accufed 
him of intending to go into a perfonal difcuflion.of the affair 
of that morning, and in the fame moment had defired that be 
would not fay a word in his juftification. He muft, however, 
break through the rule^ and declare that he had no defign to 
go into a perfonal difcuilion of the affair of that morning, he 
only noeantto have argued it on parliamentary grounds. 
With refpeft to what the right honourable gentleman who 
fpoke lad had faid relative to the impoffibility of preventing * 
duels by orders of that Houfe, he could not furefy imagine 

S 2 '^^X 
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that either he or the honoiirable^entlcman near him, were fa 
abfurd as to attempt to make laws for the reftraint of the hu- 
man feelings and paflions. No fuch thing was in their view* . 
He then proceeded to ftate the real objeft of their defign. 

Sit James Lowtherf in reply to what Mr. Rigby had faid, 
declared, that there (hould be an enquiry, and the Houfe 
ihould go into the matter, for he was determined to move it 
an early day after the holidays; and though he certainly 
would not move that the honourable member " be ordered 
to attend in his place,'* he hoped the honourable member's 
friends would inform him of his intention, when, as a man 
of honour, he did not doubt but he would be prefent. As a 
proof of the propriety of the Houfe's inveftigating it, he in- 
ftanced the late interpofition of the Speaker, when a ferious 
affair was near taking place between a learned gentleman, 
and an honourable friend of his, on that fide the Houfe. 

Mr. Fox declared, that what a right honourable gentleman 
on -the floor [Mr. Rigby] had faid, made it neceflfary for him 
to fay a few words. The right honourable gentlefnan was 
apt to fpcak in a loofe and carclefs way, and therefore, per- 
haps, he had not any particular meaning; in what he was going 
to mention; but as the words feemedto point to him, he 
muft notice them. The right honourable gentleman had faid, 
•* he hoped what had happened that morning, and what had 
happened before of a limilar fort, would keep gentlemen 
within proper limits, and at leaft teach them better manners." 
He begged to fay for one, that what had happened to himfelf 
had not taught him better manners, nor Ihould it ever re- 
ftrain him within any other limits, than thofe which he had 
chalked out for himfelf. With regard to the noble Earl 
Concerned in the affair of that morning, about which it cer- 
tainly better became him to talk than about any thing which 
related to himfelf, he did not believe it would teach him better 
manners, and for this reafon,^ — he was Aire his noble friend 
had not gone beyond proper limits; in what he had faid. So 
fure, that when the new levies came under con fide ration, he 
meant toobjeft to that particular regiment, which his noble 
friend had objedled to, on the very fame ground, viz. becaufe 
the perfon appointed to the command of it, did not appear to 
him to be a fit perfon to hold that command. 

Sir George Tonge faid a few words on the necefllity of 
maintaining the freedom of debate. After which the Houfe 
proceeded to other bufinefs. 

Sir 
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Sir George Sarnie brought up the petition from Newcaftle 
upon Tyne, which was read, and ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. Fox moved that the Houfc be called over on the day 
that the petitions were to be taken under confideration.— > 
Ordered. 

At length the order of the day was read, for bringing up 
the report from the committee of ways and means. 

It was brought up, and Mr. D. Hartley, Sir George Sa- 
vile, and Mr. Byng contended againft its being taken into 
confideration, on the principle that the petitions of the peo- 
ple of England ought to be firft attended to, and their 
grievances redrefled. 

Lord North argued on the other fide, that having voted a 
loan of twelve millions, the Houfe were bound to vote the 
taxe^ refolved on in the committee, or taxes produflive to 
the like amount. His Lord (hip faid, if the Houfe now 
agreed to the report, the taxes could not be impofed till long 
after the petitions were taken into confideration, as the bill 
coijld not poflibly pafs till that time, and the Houfe might 
oppofe them in every ftage of the bill. 

Mr. Z>. Hartley ufed very ftrong language againft the taxes, 
declaring, that agreeing to the report previous to remedying 
the grievances of the people, had a tendency towards excit- 
ing them to refift taxation. He faid miniders feemcd de- 
termined to pu(h every thing to an extremity, which would' 
reduce the matter to this alternative, — if the Parliament got 
the better of the people, this would become an abfolutq 
monarchy ; if the people got the better of the Parliament, 
the King would be dethroned. 

Sir Adam Fergufon and Sir William Bagot fupported Lord 
North. 

Mr. Byng moved, " That the report be poftpoiipd 'till the* 
^ih of April next," The Houfe divided upon it. Ayes, 37. 
Noes, 145. The report was then read a fccond and third 
time, and leave given to bring in a bill. 

The committee of ftipply then fat, and came to two rcfo- 
lutigns relative to exchequer bills. 

At ten o'clock, the Houfe adjourned to the 4th of April. 
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Purfuant to an order made before the laft Eafter holidays, Lord Nord 
this day laid before the Houfe the following paper : 

Bank of England J March M, 1780. 
The Lift of Sulfcrihen to the Loan of Twelve Milliom^ made in tnis Seffim 

of Parliament. 



The Direftors of the Bank 400,000 

Do. Eafl India Company 300,000 

Do. Scuth-Sea Company 200,000 
Do. Royal Exchange Affu- 

rance - - 100,000 

Do. London Affurance 230,000 

Adair dnd Jackfon - 25 ,000 

John Adair - - 2,000 

Adair and Bullock - 30,000 

Welbore Ellis Agar - 15,000 

Robert Allen - - 12,000 

Peter and Ifaac Auber 8,000 

Sit Charles Afgill aijd Co. 20,000 

David Andr^ - 10,000 

WilHaftn Allen - - 2,000 

Aubertme and Ripley - 5,000 

Agaffi^ and Rougement 5 ,000 

Thomas Allen - • 6,000 

MofesAlInut - .- 1,000 

Thomas Atkinfon - 20,000 

Francis Allen - - 50,000 

William Auftin - 20,000 

ITiomas Ayliffe - 1 0,000 

Edward Aylett - 10,000 

Thomas A'hmuty • 7,000 

Rev. James Adams - 1 ,000 

Edward Atkins - 15,000 

Roger Altham - 2,000 

Biddulph and Cocks 100,000 

Silvanus Bevan - 80,000 

Jacob Bofanquet - 20,000 

John Barker - 20,000 

Anthony Bacon - 16,000 

John Boddington - 25,000 

Alexander Baxter - 12,000 

Thomas Broughton - 3,000 

Charles Boone - 20,000 



Stamp Brookftank -' 5,000 

Lady Frances But igoyne 5,000 

Peircc Bryan - 8,000 

Henry BoJdero and Co. 1 00,000 

Peter Burrcll - 3,000 
Daniel Braithwaitc, Poft- 

Ofiice - - 3,000 
Batfon, Stephenfon, and 

Co, - - 40,000 

James Baillie - 5,000 

Charles Bembridge - 8,000 

Mrs. Cath. Bathurft - 6,000 

Richard Bannifter - 2,000 

James Branfcombe - 5,000 

Tliomas Boylfton - 25,000 

George Browne - 3,000 

George Bryan - 5,000 

Mr, Baird and Mr. Skinner 1 10,000 

John Barnes - - 5,OQ0 

John Bridges - 5,000 

John Blackburn - 5,O0Q 

Patrick Biydonc - 2,00Q 

Bright, Bailie, and Bright 8,000 

Thomas Burfoot - 17,000 

William Burrell - 5,000 

Herman Berns - 10,000 

John Baker, Spitalfields 5,000 

William Baker, ditto 3,000 

Buxton and Edwards 5,000 

William Belford • 2,000 

Edmond Boehm - 10,00Q 
Jofeph and John Backhoufe, 

Darlington - 5,000 

Nathaniel Boutflower 2,000 

John Boldero and Co. 50,000 
Baynes, Wood, QqiEths, 

and Co. ^ - 3,000 
WiUiw 
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lamBarr - • 5,000 

ikfl)ank and Ruddle 5,000 

mas Boddington - 30,000 

IphBobn - . 7,000 

ert Bamcwall - 7,000 

mas Bland - • 50,000 

I Brown - - 12,000 

ird Backus - - 5,000 

ardBull . • 3,000 

; Banning - - 2,000 

r^e Brownfworth - 2,000 

•fcsBcIliard • - 6,000 

ondBIakcney - 2,000 

. and Francis Baring 100,000 

srt Barclay - - 75,000 

Andrew Biggs - 20,000 

ard Bifshop - - 20,000 

iam Barnard . 1 5,000 

on Forbes and Co. 85,000 

ry Burmefter - 1 8 ,000 

Ralph Baltier - 9,000 

rge Browne - 8,000 

ardB^er - • 10,000 

Bowen - - 2,000 

Bowfteed . . 5,000 

imin Booth • 10,000 
ts, Roberts, Devaynes, 

d Dawes - - 165,000 

ard Croft . . 12,000 

?c Cherry - . 35,000 

Jottin . - 40,000 

ard Clarke - - 3,000 

iam Cowley - 5,000 

ford Canning . 80,000 

rence Cox . - 20,000 

5 Chapman - - 2,000 

ard Cumberland - 20,000 

hew Carrett - 20,000 

nas Colbornc - 5,000 

iam Chapman - 1,000 

imin Collins, Salilbury 8,000 

Coui tnay, Lord 

)wnfliend's Secretary 5,000 

Henry Cozenove 12,000 

iel Clarmont » 5,000 
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Mark Cramer . • 10,000 

John Craven - - 2,00p 

John Dirk Van Clootwyk 5,000 

Jofiah Corthine, Hull - 5,000 

William Chamberlayne 10,000 

James Chapman - 4,000 

Chambers, Hercv, and 

Birch . I - 10,000 

Sir Patrick Crawford and 

Co. ... 20,000 

John Corric - - 3,000 

Cox, Mair, and Cox . 20,00p 

Peter Calmel - - 2,000 

Emerfon Cornwall, Ipf- 

wich - - - 10,000 

Rev. Thomas Clarke - 1,000 

JohnCator - - 40,000 

[ohnCholwell • - 2,000 

Caftells and Whateley - 270,000 

Thomas Croft - . 20,000 

Giles Collins . - 2,000 

Thomas Carpenter - 2,000 

Edward Coke - .- 24,000 

Thomas CoUinfon - 60,000 

Thomas Cheap * - 30,000 

Thomas Compton - 10,000 

Hew Craig - ,. 4,000 

John Courtoy » - 5,000 

John Collier - - 15,000 

Kichard Chapman - 2,000 

Abraham Cheetham - 5,000 

Coxe and Beardmores - 2,000 

Peregrine Cuft - - 100,000 

Thomas Coults - - 140,000 

John Coope * • 20,000 

George Crawford - 10,000 

Maurice Carr , - 10,000 

Richard Carter - - 5,000 
Hananel David De Aguilar 10,000 

Rich- Dainty and Co. - 3,000 

Francis Dancer, Treafurer 5,000 

John Duval and Sons . 50,000 

John Dorr len . . 100,000 

John Durand - . 10,000 

John Ilaac Du Moutier 3,000 

E 4 \^^«(:s^ 
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^ ofcph Mendcs Da Cofta 
' >^vid Duveluz and Co. 


3,000 


5,000 


^ ames Dick - * - 
Jiaac De Maltos - 


4,000 


2,000 


^Philip De\ ifme and Smith 


8,000 


Henry Pelham Davies - 


10,000 


William Dickenfon (Buck- 




lerfbury) 


4,000 


.William iDcnnifon, Leeds 


6,000 


.Charles Dalbiac - 


8,000 


Williain Dickenfon 


10,000 


George Dewar, Park- 




Plkce . • - 


5,000 


James Dalbaic 


4,000 


.Lord Chief Juftice De 




Grey - - 


10,000 


^William Devaynes , 


47,000 


^ ohn Drinkwater 


4,000 


. lobert Dent - - . 


400,000 


! Dimfdales and Barnard - 


50,000 


Jlichard and R. Dixon - 


6,000 


John Davies - - - 


3,000 


'Sir John Dick 


10,000 


John Dingwall 


2,000 


l)arbey Langley and Co. 
R. and H. Drummond and 


30,000 




Co. - - - 


295,000 


' bfeph Denifon and Co. 


200,000 


ames Dunlop 


20,000 


^ ohn Dawes, fen. 


27,000 


ohn Devaynes 


5,000 


Thomas Ewer 


20,000 


Sir Henry Etherington, 




, Hull - '^ - 


10,000 


Sir Arch. Edmonfton 


24,000 


John Ewer, Cheapfide - 


8,000 


Samuel En derby 


5,000 


Tnoii^as Elliotfon 


2,000 


llTiopias Eden and Co. - 


10,000 


Sir John EiHot 


5,000 


Thomas Everett 


20,000 


*Sir James Efdaile 


10,000 


*Richard Edwards 


50,000 


*Edie and Laird • 


20,000 



Thomas Stephen and Rofc 




FuUer - 


- 


10,00 


Benjamin Fowler 


- 


* 20.00 


Elmcs Fofter 


- 


2,00 


Thomas Fenn 


- 


8,50 


General Frafer 


. 


40,00 


William Fuller, Son, 


and 




Co. 


. 


100,00 


: ^eter Feftor 


. 


.5,00 


^ ohn Minet Feftor 


. 


3,00 


^ ames Ferrer 


. 


4,00 


] acob and Samuel Fletclier 


2,00 


^ ames Bogle French 


. 


8,00 


lichard Fuller, Banker 


70,00 


'. Jenfon Fearon 


- 


3,00 


Thomas Farrer 


. 


8,00 


William Fullarton 


• 


I8,0Q 


Hugh Frafer 


. 


3,00 


Charles Foreman 


- 


20,00 


Thomas Fletcher 


- 


9,00 


John Fryer 


^ 


ia,oo 


Sarah Fuller 


- 


2,0C 


Simon Frafer 


. 


ioa,oc 


George Field 


- 


1Q,0C 


Thomas Fulling - 


- 


3,0C 


Jonathan Field 


- 


9,0C 


Ifaac Goffet 


- 


3,0C 


Richard Gurney, 


Nor- 




wich 


- 


30,0C 


Andrew Girardot 


, 


25,0C 


Samuel Gift 


. 


25,0C 


William Gibbard 


- 


3,0C 


G. T. Goodenough 


- 


4,0C 


Daniel Giles 


* 


60,0C 


Pe:er Guinard 


. 


. 2,0C 


William Golightly 


- 


3,0C 


Francis and Robert 


Gof- 




ling 


. 


30,0C 


Dean of Gloucefter 


« . 


2,0C 


Tliomas Gery 


. 


3,0( 


David Girard 


. 


3,0C 


Peter Gauffen 


- 


100^ 


Edward Gillyatt - 


- 


^,0C 


Edward Gray 


- 


''f% 
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JohnGoddard - - 7,000 
Samuel Wilkinfon Gordon 40,000 

JohnGoodall - - 2,000 

Thomas Gibbons - 3,000 

John Gray - - 5,000 

John Grier - - 5,000 

Winiam Gilbcc - - 10,000 

David Godfrey - - 9,000 

Tofeph Gompertz - 40,000 

Thomas Giblon - - 16,000 

Ged. Gatfield - - 10,000 

William Harrifon - 20,000 

Philip Hall - - 30,000 

WilUam Hamilton ' - 10,000 

John Idghington - 2.000 

nhn Hemcker - • 60,000 

Podtor Howard, Bath 2,o00 

Ji. l\ Haidimand - 50,000 

Jghii I !.;iliday and Co* 100,000 

J^^nes Harris - - 2,000 

Kuben Hunter - - 5,000 

Iohn Hyndham - - 10,000 

llchard' Heivifide r 4,0»Oq 

Bartholomew Huber - 2,000 

John Harrifrn and Arfley 5,000 

Sir Robert Herries - 20,000 
Thomas Hill, Titchfield- 

ftreet . - - 8,000 

William Hamilton - 1,000 

John Hayward - - 4,000 

George Heming» - - 4,000 

Henry Hall - - 2,000 

Jofeph Holdcn - - 2,000 
Sam, Harman, Jermyn-ftrcet 3,000 

Edmund Hill, Jfleworth 4,000 

Stephen HorncaAle - 1,000 

Jobq Haiiifworth - 2,000 

Benjamin Hallo well - 2,000 

Sir Tho, Halifax and Co. 100,000 

Richard Holbert - - 5,000 

John Hodges - -. 2,000 

Samuel Hoare, jun. - 89,p00 

.Thomas Ford Hill - 14,.000 

'^fephrHague - - 15,000 



Thomas Hill - - 4,00i 

John I larman - - 335,00 

John Hiliman - - 10,00 

Henry Holland, jun. - 10,00< 

Alexander Hope - 5,00< 

Charles Harris - - 2,00i 

Robert Hunter - - 10,00( 

Thomas Hoggarth - 3,00i 

Francis Hall - - l,00i 

Alexander Hamilton - 20,001 

C. Jeacombs and Yeoward ^00< 

Henry jf^nes - - 12,001 

Charles Jackfon - 6,00i 

James Johnfon - - 3,00i 
James Johnfton, Figtree- 

i.umit IVmpie - 2,00i 
Henry Jones, Howard and 

Jones - - - 5,00( 

Jenkin Jones - • 3,00i 

Richaid Jackfon - 20,00i 

Cuthbert Johnfon - 10,00i 

Williim Jones - • 2,00 

Si; William James, Bart. 150,00( 

Wliiinni Innes - - 30,00( 

Griffith Jones - - 10,00 

George Jon - - 8,00i 

Gfjdfi-ey Kcnic - - 2,00 

Alhur.KLyler - - 2,00 

Leonard Kilham - 5,00! 

Benjamin Kenton - 10,00i 

William Knox - - 10,00< 

R. G. Keir - - 20,00 

Charles Keightiey - 10,00 

James Kerr - - 35,00< 

Rnben Knox - - 30,00' 

Liotard Kazenove and Co. 25,00 

J. D. Lucadou - - 15,0O 

Klias Undo - - 10,00' 

John Larpent - - 8,00 
Ladbrooke, Rawlinfon, and ! . 

Co. - - , 60,00 

Emanuel Baruk Loufada 3,00 

Maurice Lloyd - - 30,00i 

John Lamb - ^ 5,ooi 

Langftoxi 
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Irangfton, Polhlll, and Co. 
John Martin Leake 
Edward Lucas 
John Robert Le Cointe 
Sir Wm. Lemon, and Co. 
John Livefey, Manchcfter 
John Lochley 
Timothy Leach - 
John Larpent, jun. 
X#eaver Legg 
IVilliam Lander - 
William Luccraft 
Jpfeph Lancafter 
Chnftopher Langlois • 
Nicholas Langley , 
Montague Lind 
Robert Cooper Lee 
George Lempriere 
William Lane 
Robert Lloyd 
Edward Lowndes 
LlUy and Roberts 
Leonard Morfe 
)bert Mayne 
William Mathews 
Andrew MofFatt 
Thomas Main waring 
J. Masfen 

John Mayor 
lildred Mafterman and 
>yalkcr 
Belli ngham Mauleverer 
Marlh and Creed 
Samuel Marfh 
Ifrael Mauduit 
Edward Moore 
Paul Maylor 
Colin Mackenzie, Throg- 

morton-ftreet 
Francis. Mint, jun. 
William MinftuU 
Francis Martin 
James Madan 
Richard Molcfworth 
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50,000 


, ohn Maddifon 
Doftor John Moore 


50,000 


I 2»000 


j,ooo 


3.000 


William Mellifh 


1 0,000 


10,000 


'. Nathaniel Modigliani 


70,000 


26,000 


ohn Markett 
;^achlin Mackintofli 


50,000 


5,000 


30,000 


2,000 


Thomas Millington 


2,000 


2,000 


Charles Mantoffi 


16,000 


2,000 


John Nutt 


15,000 


5,000 


lohn Nefbit 


350,000 


. 3,000 


rJeavc and Aiflabie 


5»ooo 


2,000 


Henry Nicholls 
Abraham Newland 


10,000 


5,000 


xo^ooo 


10,000 


Thomas Newnham 


25,000 


20,000 


Thomas Neale 


S^ooo 


30,000 


Peter Nicoll 


1,000 


25,000 


Henry Newcome 


8,000 


5,000 


Thomas Neale 


50,000 


1,000 


Alexander Ougfton 


3»ooo 


2yOOO 


John Olive 


5»ooo 


3»ooo 


Thomas Ormes 


^,000 


30,000 


Samuel Potts 


6,000 


1 0^000 


Thomas Powell, St. Helen 


*s 5,000 


100,000 


Prefcotts, Grote and Co. 


50,000 


8,000 


David Powell 


3>ooo 


10,000 


David Powell, jun. 


3»ooo 


5,000 


Percival Pott 


8,000 


2,000 


Frederick Amelia Palman 


3>ooo 


12,000 


Chrift. Pritchard 


2,000 




^ ohn Pardoe 
.ohn Pardoe, jun. 


5,000 


60,000 


5,000 


1,000 


ienry Pearfon and Co. 


IO,OOQ 


3,000 


.ohn Powell 


20,000 


20,000 


Thotnas Prefton, Stratford 


5.000 


10,000 


Edmund Pepys 


4,000 


5,060 


Thomas Philips 


4,OGO 


5,000 


Alderman Plumbe 


J 0,000 




John Peche 


2,000 


8,000 


Pugets and Bainbridge 


25,poo 


2,000 


William Power 


5,006 


8,000 


Anth. Parkin 


2,000 


3,000 


Geferge Paterfon 


10,006 


5,coo 


S. Pope, Fleet-ftreet 


1,000 


5,oco 


Henry Porter 


2,0C5P 

Tbomaf^ 
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(Has Pruen Glouoeftef 


%boo 


aid Payne 


60yOOo 


3)06 Pratt 


. 9,000 


xias Potts 


5,000 


art Prior 


a6,ooo 


ler and Hodgfon 


10,000 


*Perin« 


30,000 


George Prefton 


1,000 


&. Walley Partington 


20,000 


anin Porter 


15,000 


Lucas Pepys 


5,000 


Philips 


3,000 


nas Pemberton 


5,000 


onsLS Parfons 


5,000 


H. Pottinger 


aojooo 


epoint & Waddington 


5,000 


iam Robertfon 


9,000 


IT Crawley & Aguiton 


50,000 


iam Raikes 


15,000 


5;e Rofe 


5,000 


xiasRumfey 


3,000 


{an Rke 


5,000 


^bcmd «nd Lew.Crinfon 5,000 


(ngton^and Langton 


8,000 


ttid Peter Rkhardfon 


10,000 


Ebenezer RadciifFe 


5>ooo 


irt Randall - 


5,000 


srt Refs 


8,000 


Rogers 
iiim Rawlins 


4,ocJo 


2,oao 


rt RoHefton - * 


20,000 


ander Raby 


2,000 


Read 


2,000 


>h Richards 


2,000 


Rofier 


2,000 


Rofe . . 


icr,ooo 


Ihas. Raymond & Co. 


26,000 


mrd, Rowe, and Co. 


1 2,000 


Miiin Rodgers 


10,000 


i»m Rofs 


3,000 


Fhomas Reeve 


10,000 


jHooke 


4,000 


Roberts 


18,000 


rd Robinfen • 


2^000 



Shairps and Matide 
Thomas Shiutleworth 
George Slack 
Ifaac Jofeph Saportas 
Arthur Shakefpear 
Reuben Salomons 
Rt. Stevenfon, Leadenh. ftr. 
Wm. Smith, Wai-Officc 
Gabriel Steward 
William Sanders 
William Strahan - » 
Jofliua Smith 
Thomas Stevenfon 
Samqel Smith and Son 
William Steer 
Richard Seaman 
William Smith 

John Saver 
Lobert Simmonds 
Robert Smith 
Francis Stevens 
John Chriftian Splitgerber 
Colonel Edward Smith 
Salomon Salomons 
Edward Stanley 
Peter Anthony Saptc 
Ifaac Jacob Salomons 
Lieutenant Colonel Saxton 
Mark Smithfon 
John Stephen fon 
Thomas Shewell 
Benjamin Smith 
John Staples 
John Rudolph Staul 
Jofeph Salvador 
Francis Sykes 
George Stackpolc 
Sir George Symons 
John Stokes - -^ 

Sadler Guillaume, &c. - 
William ^eer 

J ere Sneyd 
amc$ Spycrs 
John Snaith 



S9 

18,000 

20,000 

5,000 

5,000 

8,000 

2,000 

15,000 

io,ooo 

20,000 

5,000 

10,000 

20,000 

2,000 

37,000 

10,000 

2,000 

2,000 

1,000 

8,000 

1,000 

a,ooo ' 

50,000 

10,000 

5,000 

8,000 

5,000 

2,000 

3,000 

2,000 

20,000 

10,000 

10,000 

3,000 

3,000 

5,000 

10,000 

5,000 

20,000 

IQ,000 

1 1 ,000 

6,000 

5,000 

9,000 

X 2,000 



.6o 



.PARLI AMENTA,RY 



Weftgarth Snaith - 8,000 

Robert Stephenfon - 2,000 

Abel Smith - - 50,000 

John Stonehoufe - - 10,000 

Stapel, Coxc and Meilan 92,000 

Peter Stapel - - 10,000 

Thomas-Smith - - 33>ooo 

Henry Spencer - - 30,006 

John Smith - - 5jOOo 

Edward Seward - •- 6, coo 

Thomas Sedgwick - 7,000 

Thonias Stead - - 2,000 

John Skinner Stock - 2,coo 

Sales, Pollard and Yates 5,000 

Thomas .Stanton - - 5>ooo 

John Sutton - - 5>ooo 

Samnel Smith - - 2,000 

John Scott - - - 5,000 

Smithy Payne and Smith 90,000 

Steele, Gray and Son - 30,000 

Merrot Stephens - - 2,000 

Peter Thelluffon and Co. 350,000 

Lewis Teflier - - 50,000 

William T^iompfon - 6,000 

William Tatnall, jun. - 2,000 

Richard Till - - 5,000 

James Ticrney - - 8,000 

Anthony Todd -- - 25,000 

Harry Thompfon - 25,000 

Andrew Thonipfon - 15,000 

-EHasTuckett - - . 4,000 

Francis Tomkyns - 4,000 

Thomas Thompfon - 3,000 

Thomas Torr - - 2,o©o 

John Vickacs Taylor - 8,600 

Jamey Taylor - - 5,000 

William Turner - - ' 2,000 

Peregrin Treves - - 5,000 

^Richard Twining - - 9,ooq 

I faa^ Thompfon - - 4,ooo 

Charles Teffier - - 3,000 

Thomas Trundle - • 2,000 

Vandermulen -and Jowett > io,oco 

Robert Udny - - 153009 

Peter Van Nottcn - 3S>oop 



Anthony Villion - 
Charles Van Notten 
Cjyfbert Van Voorft 
Wolft. Van Hemert 
John Vaughan 
Abraham Vickcry 
Charles Vann 
Ifaac Warner' - ; - . 
Henry White 
Chriftopher Willoughby 
Charles Wray 
E^lward Wilford - • • 
Thomas Wrighr, Sher. of 

London 
Jonathan Wathan 
Charles Williams - 
Martin Whlfh 
William Webfter^ 
Nathaniel Webb - 
Richard W-ood, Gloucefter 
Thomas Wilkiefon 
William Williams -p ; 

James and David .Wchfter 
Samuel Worrall - .-• 
Peter Waldo 
Robert Willing - 
George Wade 
Daniel Webb -- 
Chriftian Woefthoven - 
Anthony Wright and Son 
Charles Wilfonn - 
William Watfon - 
John Wellford - - 
John Wetherell, Darlington 10,006 
John Wells - - . 2,OOp 

Chas. Wellon, Norwich 5>ooo 
Dr. Richard Warrea -r 10,000 
Francis Wood -? - 2o,pop, 
John Whitehead - ' - 24^000 
Benjamin Winlhorp - 10,000 
John Wright - - 65,000 
Ifaac Walker - - 20,000 
Thomas Wall - - - iq,ooo 
William Wilfon - - lo^oop 
Robtrt Wilfonn - - 1 0,000 - 

Jofeph 
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8,000 
I5»ooo 

■ 8,000 

5,000 

' z,ooo 

5,000 

I>O00 

2,000 
• io,eoo 
2,000 
5,000 
5,000 

10,000 

.3,000 

3,000 

2,000 

2,000 

20,000 

2,OC0 
150,000 

5>oo^ 

10,000 

l,OO0 

: IO,oop 

5,000 

2,000 
5,000 

3,000 

2O,OQ0 
5,000 
1,000 
2,000 
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Jofeph Ward '• 5,000. Timothy Yeates 15,000 

Thomas Wood 5,000 Jacob Yeates - 2,000 

John Mtfllan - 6,000 Thomas YouDg 21,000 

George Whcatley io,oco — — — 

. Francis Williams 1 0,000 " ;f. 12,000,000 

William Whcatley 50,000 ^ 

Daniel Whalley - 2,000 



No Debate* 



A. Newland, Chief Cafhicr. 
yune 4. • 



June 5. 
Sir 5^^w« L^tt//;^r informed the Hoiife that he 'had the 
Cumberland Petition under his arm, but, previous to his.pre- 
fcrnting it^ he begged leave to fay a few wrords with regard 
to the Petition itfetf, and the County from whence it came. 
He then defe/ibed Cumberland as oneof the moft northern and 
moft rcfpetlikble counties in the kingdom, and afferted that it 
paid a very con fiderrable proportion of the public burthens, and 
was for many reafons eniiiled to the attention of that Houfe. 
The Petition, he faid, was figned by a very large number of 
the firft characters in the county he had the honour to repre- 
fent ; that at the time of preparing it, he was at a conlide- 
rable diftance from the county, and con fequently that he 
neither led the petitioners, nor fuggefted the mode of their 
application ; the petition in his hand was the voluntary aft 
' ofthe fubfcribers, and when they haddcfired him to prefent 
it to the Houfe, he told them, that he held it his duty as oftea 
as he was requcfted, to ftate the fentimcnt of his conftitucnts 
to Parliament, even when he himfelf entertained a different 
opimon of the fubjeil matter of their application, but that 
he always fliould in that Houfe aSt for himfelf, and give 
bis own opinion, after delivering that of thofc whofe repi'c- 
'fentative he was, begging the Houfe, however, at all time;? 
to pay a greater regard to the opinion of his conftituents than 
to his own fentiments. With regard to the petition, his 
opinion exaftly coincided with that of his cojiflituents ; the 
grievances they complained of ftruck him in the fame point 
of view, in which they had imprefled their minds, fhey cal- 
led loudly for redrefs, and at the fame time that he produced 
. the petition, he thought it right tp fay he had coniidered of 
the poflibility of a remedy, and was thoroughly perfuadcd 
Parliament beth could and ought to apply it. If the Houfe 
(hould turn a deaf ear to the voice of fo refpcdable a body 
as the fubfcribers to the petition he was a\iow\vo ^\t.^^^>^'» 
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they would right themfelves, and would refufe to pay the 
taxes. He was aware, that miniftry might attempt to dra- 
goon them into the payment of them^ and endeavour to 
coerce the county to pay their quota of the public ex- 
' pences. Such a meafure ftrudc him as like to produce fuch 
horrid confequences that he did not imagine minifters 
would think of putting it in pradice. Perhaps a legal courfe 
might be adopted for the enforcement of the tax ad. In 
that cafe, let minifters confider who would be the juries ; 
where the trials would be held, and whether they were 
likely to obtain a fmgle verdi6l ? Upon the whole the 
wifeft way would be the fliortcft, viz. to liften to the peti- 
tions, and remedy the grievances of which they com- 
plained. 

Mr. Fletcher fupported his colleague, and in a fhort fpeech 
pointed out the refpedability of his conftituents. 

Lord Nugent complimented the fubfcribers to the peti- 
tion for Cumberland, as perfons who were certainly of a 
defcription fo refpedlable, that they well deferved the no- 
tice and attention of that Houfe. He wifhed* however, 
that gentlemen would not adopt within thofe walls, Ian- 
• guage which not only tended to dired the condud c^ per- 
tons without doors to violence and oppoiition to law, and 
which could do no good, but might be produ^ive of infi- 
nite mifchief, but which alfo wore the complexion of a 
menace to Parliament, and in cfk&, went to awe that 
Houfe, and deter it from the full and free operation of its 
own wifdom and judgment. When he faid this, be declar- 
ed, he meant not to initnuate in the moft diflant manner 
that the honourable baronet had any fuch intention. He 
was fure he had not. He was convinced, he was the lail 
man living who would think of holding out a threat to 
that Houfe. He had fat there too long not to be equally 
aware of the indecency and impropriety of fuch a line of 
condu£t. 

The petition was ordered to be brought up, was read, and, 
upon motion, re/erred to the committee appointed to take 
the petitions, already prefented, into confideration. 

Sir fVatkyn WilUams fVynne alfo prefented a petition from 
the county of Denbigh, and Lord Vermy a petition from 
the county of Bucks, Lord Vcrney fpoke to the. Buck- 
ingham petition before he prefented it, and was fuppoit- 
ed by his colleague, the honourable Mr. Thomas Gren- 
villc. 

I Lord 
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Lord NMh molded ihat the order of the day be read 
for the fecond reading of the bill for the commiffion of 
siccounts. 

The order being read, the bill was read for the fecond 
time ; ifter Vrhich Sir Philip Jennings Qerke rofe, and gave 
notice of his intention, when the bill was referred to a com- 
mittee to move a claufe, ©nailing, " That a committee of 
menibers of Parliament be appointed to fuperintend the pro- 
ceedings of the commiflioners appointed under the ad.*' 
Sir Philip faid, this was by no means a new idea, he be« 
lieved there were precedents for fuch a committee, and he 
hoped the noble Lord would move to have the bill com* 
mitted for fuch a day^ as (hould allow the Houfe time to 
prepare to difcufs it with that degree of knowleilge of its 
parts, which a bill of fo much importance really deferved, 
and which the noble Lord certainly would not refuie, if he 
ferioufly meant the bill to be of public fervice* 

Sir George ITonge darted a few objeSions, which, he faid 
he (hould enlarge upon iii the committee* 

Lord North declared, he had n« wifli to hurry the bill in 
an improper manner through the Houfe ; that he certainly 
meant to give full time to gentlemen to confider of the bill, 
and (hould therefore, after the quedion was put for its being 
committed, move, that it (land committed for next Wed* 
nefday. 

The bill was committed. 

The Secretary at War then moved the order of the day for 
the army eflimates, which being read, he moved that the 
papers on the table, entitled the army eftimates, be rtferred 
to a committee. 

Sir Philip Jennings Clerhe oppofed this motion. He di- 
refted his objeQions principally to the new levies, and in 
particular to the regiment over which Mr. Nonh was ap- 
pointed to command, declaring that in his opinion^ the ap« 
pointment vacated the honourable gentleman's feat in that 
Houfe. That it was evident the whole bufinefs was a job of 
the minider, that it was an infult to the army, and might 
lelid the way to mod mifchievous confequences. He d^clar- 
etl^he had no objeflion to the noble Lor<l*s fon, nor any fuf- 
picion that the regiment would be improperly employed un- 
der the honourable gentleman's dire£lion. The honourable 
gentleman was every way a refpedable charader.; bat if 
-men not bred to the army, and who were not poflcffcd of 
one military idea, were of a fudden to be preferred to x^^ 
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command of regiments^ there was an end of military fyftem, 
.and thofe who defervcd beft of their coui>try from long 
fervice, would loudly complain of the grofs injuftice and 
partiality x)f fuch conduft. Every good officer muft be ex- 
pcfted to retire in difguft, and thus the country would be 
deprived of all the advantage their army could receive from 
being commanded by officers of knowledge in their pro- 
feffion and experience in the art of w^r. Sir Philip enlarged 
upon the dignity and advantage of being a colonel ; (hewed 
that intcrefted men might put a large fum of money into 
their pockets from holding fuch rank, by felling the com- 
miffions of the officers under them, and called upon the 
Houfe to fupport him in interfering in the very beginning 
of the mifchief, and put ^i (lop to a buflnefs founded upon 
a mere jobbing idea, and which could do no good, but 
mifht do 9 great deal of harm. In order to cSt&, this pur. 
po(e he formally objedlcd to the papers in queftion being re- 
ferred to a committee. 

Hon. Mr. Norths [Lord North's fon] rofe for the (irft 
time.fince he fat in Parliament, and faid he would not have 
troubled the Houfe, but as the honourable member had 
pointed a great part of his fpeech perfonally at him, it^might 
be thought nece(rary for him, out of refped to the Houft,' 
to fay a few words ; (lill however he (houlji have remained 
iilent, had not the whole of the honourable gentleman's 
argument been founded upon a complete itnftake, as far as 
it regarded, the regiment at the head of which he had the 
honour to be* The honourable gentleman had faid a great 
deal about rank and emolument; in anfwer to which he 
could only declare, that he was neither to have permanent 
rank nor any pay ; and that his appointment could be at- 
tended with no advantage to him whatever, further than 
the honour which he derived from the circumftance of con- 
tributing by his perfonal fervice to the defence of his 
country in a moment of public >danger and alarm. With 
regard to the doubt which the honourable gentleman enter- 
tained refpedlng the vacating of his feat in confequence of 
bis being appointed colenel of the regiment in«que{tion, the 
hon. gentleman perhaps was not aware that his regiment was 
one of the fenfible regiments, upon the fame footing with 
the militia, and that the officers of the fencible regiments. 
were by two claufes moved by the right honourable gen- 
tleman, oppofite to him [Mr. T. Townfhend] exempted 
from vacating their feats by the ad pf Parliament. 

Lord 
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Lord Northy in confirmation of Mr. North's aflertion^ 
moved that the claufes referred to by his honourable re- 
lation be read; after which his Lordlhip gave the Houfe a 
detail of the regiment fas lieutenant colonel of which his 
fon would have a commiflion when the corps was completed) 
being raifed, and the Inode of raifing it. He dated that by 
the new militia law, the cinque ports were exempted from 
the provifions of that a<^. That as matters flood previous 
to the beginning to raife the regiment his fon commanded, 
the cinque ports, which were more liable to attack than 
any part of the kingdom, were left defencelefs, and that 
they contributed in no fhare to bear the burihen of the 
public defence. That they could not arm but under the 
old militia law, whfch had been exploded in that Houfe, and 

* which would have been exceedingly difficult to the ci-nquc 
ports,, and when carried into practice of little or no'ufe. 
That thinking they ought to contribute their (hare towards 
the public defence, he had conferred with the inhabitants of 
the cinque ports, and had offered to contribute a confi- 
derable fum towards raifing a regiment of fencibles. That 
upon their agreement, they had made a tender of fuch a 
regiment; that the offer had been gracioufly accepted by 
his Majefty% The regiment was now nearly completecf, 
and though it had coft the cinque ports fome expence, and 
had coft him a great deal ; it had not been any expence to 
the public. That fuch a regiment was of very effential 
fervice in defence of the country, and could produce him 
no fort of advantage, nor any return for the large fum it 
had coft him. In no fenfe therefore did it merit the name 
of a job. With regard to his fon*s having the command of 
it, that matter had taken place in confequence of the gen- 
tlemen of the cinque ports having applied to him, and de- 
fired that one of his family might be at the head of it. His 
fon was not to receive any pay, neither was he to gain 

'rank by it. He was merely doing his duty to his country 
in fuch a manner, as he had thought it became him to aft, 
and which furely could not be imputed to him or his fon as 
a matter of blame, by any man of candour, or any man 

'who faw the thing in its trtie light. The regiment was, a» 
he had faid, a fencible regiment, and therd were feveral 
young gentlemen, not older than his fon, af the head of regi- 
ments of the militia; he could not therefore think that the. 
honourable gentleman would, after what he had faid, objeft 
to the papers being referred to a committee, on the fin%,le 
Vol. XVII. f ©on^^'^. 
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ground of his Ion's being appointed to the command of the 
regiment now raifing for the defence of the cinque portsi» 
fince it was one of the cheapeft to the puWic ever raifcd, and 
had not even cod them the levy money of a guinea a man, 
paid to the militia. 

Sir Philip Jennings Clerh acknowledged he was not aware 
that his Lordflnp's regiment was a fencible regiment, haying 
ever confidered the term fencible as applying fblely to the 
regiments raifed in Scotland. He faid he wajs well aware lu 
what manner the noble Lord's other regiments were raifed, 
but he had not before known the particular conditions on 
>vhich his regiment of red coats had been raifed. 

The right nonourable T. Toum/benJ 2igrtcd with the noble 
Lord in \he blue ribband, that mod certainly the feat of the 
honourable gentleman, the noble Lord's near relation, was 
not vacated, as his appointment came direflly within the 
meaning of the two claufes^ which he had the honour to 
move in the aft of Parliament, and which had been juft 
read by the clerk ^t the table. His honourable friend near 
him, notwithft^nding the ground of objedion which he had 
ftarted to the papers being referred to a committee, had been 
done away, deierved the thanks of that Houfe, and of the 
public, for having called the attention of gentlemen tp the 
new levfes, which certainly were of a very ferious nature, 
s^nd claimed the notice of Parliament in an eminent degree. 
Before, however, he proceeded further, he begged the 
Houfe in general to know, that though he meant freely to 
canvafs the fubje£l then under confideration, he had no la-» 
tention to give perfonal offence to any man, or any def- 
cription of men ; he meant to do his duty as a member of 
Parliament; and in doing that, he ihould not pay any re- 
gard to the doftrinp of its b^ing neceffary to keep within 
bounds. Ev?ry thing vvhicb exceeded the proper fieedom of 
debate, he certainly (houtd avoid, but that freedom he 
ever vvould maintain. Having faid this, he began to canvafs 
the propriety of an honourable |;entleman,^ who had never 
been in the arniy, and who knew nothing of militairy life 
[Mr. Fullarton] being appointed tp the command of a re* 
giment. He faid it was a cruel; injury to the aimy, and. a 
mod unjuftifiable matter in itfelf. A3 well might the ho»* 
nourable gentleman be appointed to the vacant deanery of 
Saliibury, or the vacant feat on the bench of the court of 
common pleas. He compJ^ii^d of the general partiality in 
accepting tli« offers to rajte, regiments, in almoft every Qi\c of 
^1 which. 
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which, the army had beert grofsly ill ufed, by having 
fcither very young and inferior officers raifed to high com- 
tnands, or thofe appointed to thtim, ivho had never ferved 
before, and were total ftrahgers to the army. He? inftanced 
the cafbs of Colonel M*Cornr;iick, Colonel Keating, Colonel 
Stanton, and others, whom he had on prior occafions men- 
tioned in debate, and then compared the favour (hewn to 
thehi, with the condu6l that had beeri held to the Earl of 
Derby, Major Stanhope, and the Earl of Harrington ; the 
latter of Whotii was fent to the Weft-Indies, andfubjeftcd 
to the conimand of a fuperior officer, who but the other 
day was only A lieutenant on half pay. He inftahccd th^ 
hard fate of Colonel Meadows and Colonel Mufgrave, the 
latter of whom he defcribed as cbming home, and aflced 
if he was to have no reward for his long and gallant ftT^ 
vices but his many wbunds and a ruined conftltution? He 
placed Colonel Fullarton's appointment in every poffibledif- 
advantageou's light, but confined himfelf entirely <b the 
parliamentary rules of debate, and repeatedly avowed his 
having ho intention to give perfonal offence, artd his 
thorough corividlion of the honourable gentleman's refpeC- 
table cliara<aer. He loudly reprobated \Krhat he deemed an 
unfair partiality to the Scotch, declaring, at the fame time, 
that' he abhorred national reflexions as muth as any man; 
that he was ready to own a Scotchman would make as good 
art officer as an Englifhman. All he meant to objed fo, 
was, the exclufive appointment of the Scotch to the commarid 
of the new regiments. If a Scotchnlan was once appointed 
t<') the command of a regiment, from that hour, he afferterf, 
EftgHfhmen were excluded from the regiment, for no Eriglift 
officer could hold a commiffion in it. This he termed a 
hardfhip and a partiality, which however invidious his men- 
tion of it might appear, he felt it his duty, as a- member of 
Parliament, to ftate to the Houfe. He afked if the Englilh 
officers were to attempt to get commiffions in the regiments 
i^ifed iri Scotland, would they be permitted? Why theh 
were Scbtch colonels to have their head quarters at Derby? 
Wa$ the fervtce of the honourable gentleman's regiment 
fiiehasrito Englifll officer would undertake? — He was fure 
tHdil5 were many \yho would moft readily undertake it, and 
' t^hd 'w;:oafd have gladly accepted of the fame cornmiffion oh 
the fanrre terms. For thefe and other reafons be objedled to 
the papef^ being referred to the committee. 
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Mr. Eden next faid, that a particular frienddiip for Co- 
lonel Mufgrave, induced him to fet the Houfe right as to a 
fa6l, which he thought material, only becaufe a few points 
of military conduft are matters of indifference to military 
menl It had been ftated by the right honourable gentleman, 
that the officer allu,ded to, was coming home with wounds, 
and without promotion, and this in a manner which implied, 
that he was coming home in difguft. Mr. Eden added, that 
however great Lieut. Col. Mufgrave's pretenfions might be, 
he would ever be mod unlikely to quit aftual fervice frona 
any confideration, but the poffible one of ill health: he 
had leafon to hope however, that Lieut. Col. Mufgrave 
was not coming home, but was very lately appointtd quarter- 
malic r-general by the excellent officer now commanding in 
the leeward iflands. As to Colonel Mufgrave's merits, 
he would not attempt to do juftice to them ; indeed it was 
not within the compafs of any eloquence in the Houfe 
to give any encomium to that officer which was not am- 
ply deferved. 

Mr. Townjhend TiTiiwtitA Mr. Eden by faying, the honour- 
able gentleman had mifconceived him; and in order to 
prove this, he re- worded what he had faid refpefting Colonel 
Mufgrave. 

Mr. Fuller rofe in behalf of his relation Colonel M*Cor- 
mick, and proved, that he had been long in the army, and 
had many years ago rofe to the rank ot Captain, but had 
fince fold out. 

The Secretary at WaVy in reply to Mr. Townfhend, (hew- 
ed that various nobleqicn and others who had never been in 
the army, had been fuffered to faife regiments, and command 
them la{i war. [Being called on by Colonel Barre to name 
them.] He mentioned Lieutenant-GeneralFrazer, General 
Morris, and feveral others. With regard to the partiality to 
the Scotch, which had been complained of, he produced si 
long lift, whence it appeared that the conrplaint was ill-found- 
ed. In anfwer to the attack upon Colonel FtJllarton's ap- 
pointment, he fpoke of the houourable gentleman's offer to 
government in very high terms, and faid, that when gentle- 
men of aftive mindf and cnterprifing fpiriis, made a tender of 
their abrlitiesyapd pointed out particular ferrkes of the firft 
importance, it furely would be indefeniy>le in government to 
have turned a deaf ear to their offen^ efpecially when the con- 
ditions, on which they tendered their regiments, were much 
cheaper to the public ti]y|p thofe of other perfon^* That the 

ferviqt 
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fervice for which the honourable gentleman's regiment was 
deflinedi would, when a proper time for its being known 
came, he doubted not, fnfficiently apologize for the appoint- 
ment, which had now been fo much complained of. 

General Burgoynty in anfwer to the Secretary at War, faid, 
that the appointment of Lieutenant-General Frazcr, to a high 
command laft war, had been a political, not a military mea- 
fure. That the idea was a very wife one, as it was with a 
view to endeavour to reconcile fome of thenorthcrnmoft cfcns, 
which had entertained old prejudices againft the government ; 
that it anfwered its end, and as well as ferving to raife fome 
brave regiments of hardy Toldiers, it effedually rooted out the 
ancient animpfities of thofe parts of the Scotch nation, which 
had been molt inveterate agaiiift this country. The General 
fpoke a good deal at large upon the topics touched^upon by 
Mr. Townihend,. and contended that an army uithout difci- 
pline, was of no fervice whatever, and that a regiment of raw 
recruits', headed by an inexperienced leader in martial matters, 
was not likely to carry any enterprife through with fuccefs. 

The Secretary at tVar rofe again, and re-explained thofe x 
points upon which General Burgoyne in the courfe of his 
fpeech cxprefled doubts. 

Mr. Byng was againft referring the papers, and complained 
of the grofs injuftice, of appointing perfons who had never 
been in the army to the command of a regiment, while fo 
many brave officers, who had ferved for many years, were 
unemployed. He reprobated the plea for the appointrrient of 
the honourable gentleman, that he was of an enterprjfingahd 
adive fpirit, alTerting that fuch a declaration was an illiberal 
attack upon the army, as it was neither more nor lefs thaa 
faying, that there were not amC^ng thofe already in the army, 
men equally entcrprifing, and ready to undertake whatever 
fervice the honourable gentleman's regiment might be fent 
upon. Mr. Byng ftated the cuftom of the army when he be- 
longed to it, and faid, that had he continued in it, he (hould 
now have been twenty-feven years in it, without attaining 
the command of a regiment, whereas the honourable gen- 
tleman was, if the prefent eftimates palfed, to be promoted t(> 
the rank of Lieutenant-Colonel at a llngle ftep. He com- 
plained of the great partiality (hewn to the Scotch, and faid 
he did not envy that nation, he only wifhed his own coun- 
trymen might be put on an equality with them, and (hare - 
with them thefavours of government. 

Mr Fox threw out a variety of pointed farcafms on clerks 
and commis being fiiddenly converi^ed into offis.^!^ o^ \\\^ 

F 3 x^\:^> 
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rank, and ridiculed the idea of the appointment of the honou- 
rable gentleman being excufcd, on the plea of its being merely 
during the war, and that when peace came, he and other gen- 
tlemen preferred to the rank of Colonels at once, would be-^ 
. come private men again. He afked whether the time of war" 
was not the time when officers of experience wtr^ moft 
wanted by their country, and rank in the arnfiy moft eftima- 
ble ? What did it fignify, in tifne of peace, who was a Co- 
lonel, or who was not? Rank then, was only the iuftrument 
which procured oHFicers, whofe fervices merited reward, i 
comfortable a: d honourable nrovifion. The army wis at all 
times an object, of which, it w lU)ecame that Hnufe, to be 
extremely jealous; but molt particularly fo, when new regi- 
ments were raifing in fuch abundance, and the commands fa 
extraordinarily bellowed, that it warranted a fufpicion that 
fooner or later the army was intended to be employed againft 
the liberties of the people. There had fcarcely been an offer 
accepted, or an offer rejedled, within the laft eighteen m.onihs, 
which did not prove either a fcandalous partiality, or a moft 
unwarrantable refufal. Let gentlemen confider the handfome 
offer of the Earl of Derby, to raife a regiment, and the man-. 
jier in which it had been refufed. * Let them recolk£l that the 
only objedion infinuated, was the Earl's having defired per- 
manent rank, but that he had afterwards waved that claim. 
Asanevafion it had been faid, there was no letter from the 
Earl o Derby, fpecifying that he had fo waved it ; and though, 
it was allowed that lie had made the declaration publicly m " 
the Houfe of Lords, it was pretended that no mtice could be 
taken by office of what M^as there faid. This, however, would, 
ftrike every man of candour as a piiiful quibble, and would 
make the condudi: of miniftry appear rather worfe than 'belter. 
Let the Houfe remember the anfwer given to Major Stauly, 
who died as much in the fervice of his country as if he had 
lofl his life in adion at the head of his regiment! Let them, 
remember likcwife the refufal to Lord Chatham, and the re- 
fufal given to Mr. Grenville, brother to Lord Temple, and tQ. 
Mr. Wyndham, brother to Lord Egreniont, both enfigns in 
the guards! What had been the plea in their cafes? — That 
they were in the army, and could move but one ftep at a time y 
fo that the abfurd fyllem now purfued in the military line, 
was, that thofe yvho, from having been bred up in the army, 
and having ferved, were beft qualifieed for, high commands,, 
had no chance of obtaining them, while unprofeffional men,, 
men employed as under fecretaries of ftate, and in civil capa- 
cities all their life tinie, migtit have thgxxji fof #ing for. 
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He declared he objefted to various parts of the paperi 
ihen under confideration. If the men who had been raifed 
on one condition to ferire in the troop of horfe {[Colonel 
Holroyd's] and who were afterwards put iipon a different 
footing, and re-attefted, as he underftoo^I, for that purpofe, 
had not had a free alternative of either being re-attefled oi* 
diftharged, as they thought proper, they had not been fairly 
treated. 

Mr. Fex entered into an arj2;ument on the refpeft ibility 
atid antiquity of the family of the Earl of Derby, and others, 
whofe offers to raife regiments had been reriifed,ded!jcingfrcrt 
theprcmifes, that firch men were hd\ attached to the confti- 
tution, and molt likely to prefcrve the liberties of the people; 
inferring, that he was warranted to fnfptd from their offers 
having been rejeSed, that the new regiments were defigned 
to do lomething advcrfe tothofe liberties. He took occafio^ 
in this part of his fpeech, to advert to the antiquity of the 
Scotch families, and ridiculed them. He faid further, that 
he had no objedlion to the Scotch ; that among his fritndlhips, 
many of them were with genfle.rien of tliat country w'hom 
he ctteemed and loved ; but f^ill he ccjuld not help now and 
then reflefting on what had paft in former times;. Forget 
and forgive, was an cafy maxim to fpeak» btit a hard matter 
to praaife. When he eonfidered what had hap|:)ened twice 
within a century ; that the molt dangerous attacks on tlie 
conflitution had come from the northern part of the kingdorrt, 
he could not but be alarmed, when he faw the partiality daiFy 
fticwn to ScotchiT^en. He could not but rccoliedl!, that It 
•one lime, in oi-der to obtain power, the Scotch haJ agreed to 
give up what they held molt dear, their religion, and to fwat- 
k)w popery, fuch was their eagerriefs toeflablifli an ahfolufe 
monarch, and to exercifc their love of tyranny. Refle6!ing 
on thefe matters therefore, he Owned » he was alarmed at the 
number of Scotch officers, who had of late got into the ariny, 
more cfpecialiy tiie number of thofe who had obtained the 
commands of new raifed regiments. He concluded with 
declaring that he Ihould vote agaiuil the p'apcrs being referred 
to a committee. 

Col. Holroyd faid, he believed the beft method of replying 
to what had beert infmuated, would be by a (hort account how 
the corps happened to be raifed, Lall fummer, during the 
time invafion was moft talked of, he faid he wrote to the 
ftcretary at war, acquainting him, that if more light troops 
were wanted, he thought it was in his power to raife them. 
He mentioned at the fame time, that he merely vtvfl«Av^^ V>^ 
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ufeful ; that his fituation as Major of the SufTex Militia was as 
agreeable to him as any military fituation could be. He neycr 
applied to any miniiter, he never had before the leaft intepr 
courfe with the Secretary at War, or chief in command. He 
only wrote by the pod, in the (tile of a man offering his affiftr 
ance, not thinking of acquiring advantage to himfelf. He 
received an anfwer that the King accepted his offer, The re- 
giment wasraifed in a very fliort time, both men and horfes, 
and he believed thofe who had feen them would fay there were 
not finer in the fervice, without one fjarthing expence to the 
public. He had neither ftipulated for permanent rank nor 
half pay for himfelf. He would prefume to fay, the public, or 
government, or whatever they pleafed to call it, was infinitely 
more obliged to him, than he was to government. There was 
nothing in the gift of government could make him amends for 
the negleft of his private affairs, the defertion of his family, 
the defertion of his home, a home to which he was as much 
attached as any man in that houfe poffibly could be ; a home 
however, which he had fcarce feen fince the war with France 
began. But thofe were the thanks to be expeded from thofe 
honorable gentlemen, who (called to order). As to the bufinefs 
of re-altefling the men, that was llrangely mifreprefented, 
It was not till the corps was raifed that he was informed, it 
was intended as a fepfible corps. He did not know that fuch 
corps exifted out of Scotland. He reprefented to the Com- 
mander in chief the difappointment it would be to his6fficers, 
who came from old regiments. He was told his regiment 
fhould be put on the eflablifhment to ferveat large, if his men 
would re-atteft for that purpofe. He went to the regiment, 
explained the bufinefs fully, and all, except a very few, imme- 
diately confented to re-attell. The change was very difad- 
• vantageous to him, he fubjefted himfelf to go on any fervice, 
.although there was not a man in England to whom it would 
be more inconvenient. He faid he fliould only add there- 
fore, that there was not in that houfe, or in England, a more 
independent man than lie was, either from principle, difpp- 
fition, or fituation. He found, however, the part he took in 
the Mil bourne-Port bufinefs, was confidered by fome as a 
mark of his dependaijce : but he had infinite fatisfadion in the 
opportunity oifproppfing fuch an a£l of jufticej his intention, 
was to fupport the miniiter, as the fervant of the public. 

Mr. Fox in reply to Colonel Holroyd, defiredto kno^v 
whether the men of his regiment had been allowed the fair 
alternative of being difcharged in cafe they did not like to 
berc-atteftedornot, ' 

Colonel 
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Colonel Holroyd vrouXA not anfwer, but faid no member 
was warranted to interrogate hini. 

The Lord Advocate [Dundas] faid, the honourable gentle- 
man [Mr, Fox] had, when he was younger, been much 
wifer ; there was a time, and he might very well remember 
it, when he fat on the treafury bench, and maintained, that 
the voice of the people was to be collefted no where but in 
the Houfe of Commons ; but he doubted not a time would 
come, ere long, when tliQ honourable gentleman would be 
wife again, and agree with him in opinion, that the prefent 
mode of proceeding ufed by oppofition, could be produdive 
only of anarchy, difgrace, and confufion. 

Mr. Fox rofe, he faid, in anfwer to the attack that Had 
been fo perfonally diredled againll him, by the learned gen- 
tleman who fpoke laft. He expe6led that fuch an attack 
would be made, and that it would come from fuch a quar- 
ter. The learned gentleman had talked of what he was 
totally, ignorant, fmce the aflertions to which he alluded 
were made before he had a feat in the Houfe. He had been 
ntifmformed, and he had fpoken agreeable to that mifre- 
prefentation. No man who was in the H<iufe at the time» 
and who heard the opinion that he gave, would have dared 
tomifreprefent him in fuch a manner ; but fpeaking in con- 
fequence of the report which he had received, he had dared 
to do it, and he was excufable, becaufe he did not know 
whether he was right or not. 

In the fecond or third fpeech which he had ever made In 
his life, and at a time when he was only one and twenty 
years of age, perhaps expreffions might drop from' him 
whieh were loofe and undefined; but it would be very un- 
ufual indeed to examine fuch expreffions with rigour. He 
however wiihed that every alTertion which he Had made 
fhould be fairly tried ; ail that he wiflied for was that his 
words ihould be fairly reprefented, and that men who 
were not in Parliament at the time Ihould not take the re- 
port of newfpapers, nor of informers as evidence againft 
him. 

He appealed to the recolle<Sion of every man in the 
Houfe who was prefent at the time, whether he did not, in 
the opinion which he gave in the affairs of the Middlc- 
fex eledion, build all his argument in the power of the 
people. Every topic which he urged was founded on this 
popular and proper do£i;rine, and was intended to maintain 
|the power of the people in oppofition to that of the crown and 
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the Houfe of Lords, On this ground he had changed no 
opinion ; but he faid that the voice of the people was to b6 
co)le£ked in that Houfe ; and in the newfpapers it wasaddfd, 
that he had faid that the voice of the people was not to b6 
colleAed in petitions. 

Such an expfeffion could not fall from hinn : it would have 
l)cen as inapplicable as unjuft. There were not any petitions 
then before the Houfe. There was no topic relating to fuch 
a fubje6^ ; but that the voice of the people was to be collcft- 
ed in that Houfe he had faid, and he (lill faid fo. It was to 
be colleded in that Houfe, until they adled in oppofition 
to the voice of the people in the original capacity. In all 
tfrdinary cafes it was the moft prafiicable and expeditious 
means of declaring the fenfe of the people ; but when the 
feprcfentative body did not fpeak the fenfe of the.conftitu- 
cm, the voice of the latter was conftitutional and concltifive. 
This had been his opinion, and it would ftill be fo. He 
faid there was no man who had been more fyftematic in his 
©pinions, and in his condud, than himfelf. The noble 
Lord in the blue ribbon would do him the juftice to fay To, 
It was his fault, and his misfortune to be too (lubborn m his 
temper, indifpofed to the courting of popularity, and too 
much matched and wedded to his opinions when fbrmerf. 
He would be bold to fay that the noble Lord in the blue 
ribbon would not aifert that he had ever heard his public 
doftrines at variance with his private, though he knew well 
that he had often been fiirprifed at opinions which that noble 
Lord had given in public after hearing his private fentiment^. 
The honourable gentleman remarked with infinite humour on 
what the learned gentleman had faid refpedling himfelf, and 
his countryinen in general. 

Lord George Gordon faid he would not anfwer any thing 
that had fallen from the lad member, as it refpedled only 
himfelf, nor what came from the Lord Advocate ; for though 
he had fpoken half an hour, he had not faid a fyllable to the 
qucftion. His oratory indeed was very fine. He haif given 
the Houfe Englifh hopes with, a Scottifh accent: ** Linpm 
"fujcana in voce Romana" It was, however, of very little 
value, and however elegant it was, nothing more nor left 
than what was denominated in Scotland ** the gift of the 
gab." It was as little regarded, however, in Srothnd as k 
was in that Houfe, and there were even fome of his fpeeches 
for which he would be torn to^ piece* in Scotland. He owned 
that many of the nobility audi the gentryi of Scotland, the 

fixtcen 
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fixteen peers and tbe forty-fivc members were dependent on 
the crown and adherents of the minifler. The poor, tho 
indudrious part ot the poople, were the only dependent of thor 
Scotch nation. 

General Cowvaj returned to the quedion, and faid he 
could not objeft to going into the Com mil tee, becaufe ha 
coVild not objeA to the eftimate in the grofs.; but to th9 
particular corps which a gentleman was appointed to CQin-r 
mandt who had no military (kill and no military rank* He 
had no objedion to the corps of Colonel Hnmberrton. He 
was entitled to it by his rank ; but though he highly efteem- 
cdthe private charailer of Mr. Fullarion, he thought it ar> 
injury to the array that he fhould have the command of si 
regular regiment, when there were lb many veteran majors^ 
who hjid the pretenlion of wounds, experience, and fervice 
to plead for preference. 

Lord George Germaim faid, that Mr. Fullarton had been 
aftuated by pure zeal and fpirit on this occafion, as to his 
knowledge, he had given up a much more lucrative employ- 
i^nt, that he might ferve his country in this arduous and 
critical moment. No infult or injury had been offered to the 
fervice by accepting of his offer to raife a regiment. It 
was wjtnted for a fpecial purpofe on a fudden ; a very gallaiw 
and advantageous offer was made, and at that time there 
were no other offers, fo that other men could not be pre- 
ferred. 

Mr. Burke anfwered the noble Lord, and faid, it was 
exceedingly fingular that hre fliould rife in vindication of a 
gentleman who had not been attacked, and fay nothing ia 
di?fence of minifters againft whom the whole ftrength ef 
the debate had gone. There were no other offers then made 
— was that a reafon for accepting this? No other offers' foip 
this particular provifion could be made, as the nature of the 
fervice was only known to Mr. Fullarton. It was a moft 
direft injury to the army, and violated every rule and prin- 
ciple of the fervice. He went at large into the topic which 
bad been much infi/lcd on during the debate, of prejudice* 
on the one fider and partiality on the other with refpedl tq 
Scotland. He deteftcd all general imputations-r-aU marke4 
partialities — ^11 determined profcriptions. They were daft* 
gerousand fatal. We ought to be united in heart and affec- 
tion as well as in intereft^ and to have hut one commoi^ 
)4ndivided claiiQrte favour. 

He 
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He would be as great an enemy to an Irifli partiality, 
to a Southern partiality, as he was to a Scotch partiali- 
ty. In the infancy of their union with this country there 
was caufe for partiality and favour, fince the principal men, 
by feeling the advantages of a well regulated and irec go- 
Yernmcnt, would tend to conciliate the afredions of the 
whole. But iiiuft they be alvVays in their infancy ? Muft 
they ftill be fed and nourifhed to keep them quiet and re- 
conciled ? It was the marked partiality which he condemned, 
not the country. He paid them high compliments, as an 
ingenious and an enterprifing people. As to the particular 
regimeHt, raifed fo unaccountably and fo contrary to the 
rules of the fervice, he muft give his vote againft it^ and he 
wiflicd to go into the committee on purpofe. 

Mr. George Onflow faid that thefe expreflions might have 
a tendency to raife heats and animofities in the arniy. He 
obferved that in the laft war feveral regiments were raifed by 
peers, by the Duke of Rutland, the Duke of Kingfton, 
and others who had no jank before ; and why then Ihould 
objeflions be made to this ? It would be invidious to begin 
here, 

' Lord North faid a few words to (hewihat the prefent pUn 
of temporary rank was preferable to that of the laft war, 
when permanent rank was given. 

The queftion for goin? into the committee now pafTed, 
and the Speaker left the Chair. 

Mr. Secretary at War moved that the fum of 33,3001. 
and odd, be granted for the expence of the troops raifed in 
the year 1780. This was for all the corps. The expence 
of Mr. Eullarton's corps by itfelf was 8,700 and odd 
pounds, fo that thofe who wifhed to oppofe that vote, 
would move that the fum of 24,000!. and odd ihould be 
granted. 

Mr. Thomas Tewnjhcnd rofe, he faid, to oppofe the vote 
for Mr, Fullarton's corps from the firmeft opinion of its 
being contrary to every rule and regulation of the fervice. 
He, for his own part, had no prejudice to any part of this 
fcoimiry. He thought that the Scotch were very able offi- 
cers, and their zeal and their enterprize did them honour, 
but he did not nor could he fnpport fo evident and marked a 
partiality as appeared in favour of that country in the 
prefent reign. He thought Englifli officers juft as good as 
Scotch ; he thought Scotch officers juft as good as Englifh. 

^ Several 
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Several offers had been made equally fpirlted and equally 
advantageous with thofe of Mr. Fullarton and Major Hum- 
bcrfton, and when he faw a Colonel Meadows and a Colonel 
Mufgrave unemployed, he could not be patien^t when fuch 
appointments were made. He would be bold to fay, that 
in the new-raiftd corps, there were four or five Scotch offi* 
cers for one Engliflj. The Yorkfliire Rangers were all 
officered by Scotch ; and Major Stanhope, who hnd a natu* 
ral intereft in the county of Derby, had been refufed ^ re- 
giment. Mr. Duburgh, a gentleman of family in Ireland, 
was alfo refufed permiffion to raife a corps. Lord Ro(s, of 
the kingdom of Ireland, who was a major general, was rcr 
fufed ; and another gentleman, who was a colonel in the 
fervice. Their offers were as noble and advantageous ; for 
they ( nly defired the continuance of their own rank. 

Mr.\F:?jr faid, that of all men breathing, no one enter« 
tained fewer prejudices than himfclf. He detefted theni^ 
He had many valuable friends in Scotland, and he had the 
pleafure to fay that many noble per funs in that country went 
hand iri hand with England on the prefent occafion. He. 
wiflied, for his part, to unite every part of the empire, adnl 
to lofe, if poflible, the very names of di(lin£iion. It had 
been the fyftem of this unfortunate . reign to maintain it- 
felf by divifion and difcord. Divide et impera had been its 
favourite plan. It had accompliihed the divide^ biit the 
impera he hoped would never follow. Ireland had been di- 
vided from England, England from Scotland, and America 
from Great Britain. 

This fyftem of divifion and difcord had fet brother 
againft brother, man againft ftian, and connexion againft 
connexion. He wifhed to fee that fyftem fuperfedci by 
one family and concord, which had an eye to every part 
of the empire, and profcribed nothing but inability and 
demerit. 

At eleven o'clock, the queftion was put upon the fum 
for Colonel Holroyd's dragoons which was agreed to with- 
out a divifion. The queftion was next put upon the futa 
for Mr. Fullarton's corps, when the committee divided, 
For the queftion - - 102. 

Againft it . ^ - . 66. 

The queftion was then put on Colonel Humberfton's corps> 
which was agreed to withoutr a divifion. The whole fum. 
voted for thefc fervices being 33,300 and odd pounds, • 
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Aprils. 

The following county petitions were prefented : that of 
Derby, by Lord George Cavendijh, His Lordfhip obfervfed^ 
that the petition was the united voice of the whole county ; 
that it originated fpontaneeufly from the people themfelves f 
that no perfon whatever, fuppofed to have weight or con ft* 
qiJence in the County, offered to lead or di£late ; that a con-* 
fiderable period had intervened between the time, feveral 
other counties had called meetings, and agreed to petitions ; 
and though he and his friends were convinced of the neceC- 
fity and propriety of petitioning, they were of opinion tha\ 
it would be more proper to leave the county to judge for it- 
felf. He fpoke likewife of the committees and affociations ; 
and feared, if the petitions and prayers of the people were 
not attended to, that very alarming or fatal confe(}uehces 
. might follow.— He further obferved, that thoiigh the meet- 
ing had not met till Saturday fe'nnight, neverthelefs a vcr^ 
clear and decided majority of the gentlemen, clergy, zni 
freeholders of that county had figned theif names to it. 

Mr. D, Coke faid, he was as ready to ftipport the right of 
petitioning as the noble Lord, or as any other perfon in th^ 
•Houfc. He was further convinced, that the grievances fet 
forth in the petition exifted ; he felt them himfelf, as ah indii 
"vidual ; and he was perfuaded that the petition which the no- 
ble Lord had in his hand contained the genuine fenfe of the 
freeholders of the county of Derby. If he had not thought 
fo, he would never have taken the part he had in the buflneft, 
both at the meeting and fince. He knew that the petition wais 
delayed, merely to take the fenfe of the county. He was 
applied to by the Sheriff, to deliver it into the hands of the 
iH)We Lord. He waited on purpofe, and as foon as it was 
given into his pofTeflion, he came off with it exprefs, wtiA 
arrived in town the preceding evening. 

Lord Edward Bentinck moved for leave to bring up si pi^fi* 
iion from the couhty of Nottingham. He prefaced fcis mo- 
tion with a few words ; faid it was agreed to at a very fuH and 
tefpe£taWe meeting- almoft unanrtnoufly, and had been (igned 
by upwards of 3500 names. - 

Sir Richard Suttm went into a kind of topographical de- 
fcription of the county: denied, that one half of the free- 
holders had fignedit ; fpoke of the parifh in which he reffdbllt 
where, out of twenty-feven gentlemen, only fix had fubi- 
fcribed their nanrjes. He puriued his politick -itinei^ai^y to 
^Fardinghamj Newark, &c» contending throughout^ that» 

upom 
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tipon an average, not more than a fourth had figntd, and ia 
fonrie towns and pariflies not one. 

Lord Edward Bent inck faid, he could not tell from whence 
the honourable gentleman drew his information ; but this 
he could affirm, that out of 4000 freeholders, 350© bad (igned 
the petition. 

Sir Richard Sutton replied, that the number included all 
thofe who paid taxes, as well as thofe who had a right to 
vote* 

Lord Edward Bentinch rejoined, that he could n«t exaflljr 
pledge his word, that every perfon whofe name was figned tm 
the petition was a freeholder; but he imderftood, the peti- 
tion was a petition from the freeholders of the county of 
Nottingham. 

Sir Richard Sutton ^2iS again going to rife; but a general 
murmur of difapprobaticm being exprelfed from every fide of 
the Houfe, he fat down. 

Mr. Morgan prcfentcd a petition from the county of 12reck* 
liock, which hCj^declared to be the genuine fenfe of the county. 
Lord Algernon Percy prefented a petition from the county 
of Northumberland, which he was well informed contained 
the general fenfe of his conftituents. He was fecondcd by 
Sir William Middleton, in a (hort fpeech,.to the fame pur- 
pofe. 

Hon. Mr. Marjham prefented a petition from the county 
of Kent ; faid, there were upwards of 3500 names already 
figned to it, and that there were two or three other (kins ot 
parchment, containing the names of upwards, he believed, % 
ihoufand more, which had not been tranfmitted, but were ill 
town probably at the trme while he was fpeaking. He afTured 
the Houfe, that he had taken no public or private part in the 
. bufinefs ; that the petition which he had in his hand, never«» 
thelefs, contained his fentiments ; and though he cautioufly 
' abftained from any interference, as a reprefentative, never*- 
thelefs, as both a petitioner and a member of that Houfe, he 
^ approved of committees and alFociations ; for it was infinitely 
ridiculous and abfurd, in his opinion, to allow the right of 
petitioning for redrefs of grievances, and at the fanrve time 
to contend, that in cafe redrefs fhould be refufed ,by that 
Houfe, that the petitioners were thereby concluded, and 
wore incompetent ,to feek it by every legal and conftitutional 
means in their power. He acknowledged, that the petition 
in his hand did not contain the united unanimous fenfe of the 
bounty ; that he bad a counter petition to pfefeal from aoatt 
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of his conftituents, many of whom were men of as high 
rank, credit, reputation, independency, and integrity, as 
any other within or without that Houfe ; but while he was 
delivering his own fentiments on the prefent occafion, he 
thought it incumbent both to fuch of his conftituents as had 
figned the petition which he was about to prefent, and him- 
felf ; that on one point there was not a fecond opinion in the' 
county, that of recommending oeconomy in the expenditure 
of the public money. To that point both petitions went ; 
and likewife, though the fentiments contained in the petition 
which he held in his hand was not the unanimous fenie of the 
county of Kent, it was the fenfe of a very decided, clear, and 
inequivocal majority of the freeholders. 

Mr. Honywood confirmed every thing which had been af- 
ferted by the honourable gentleman who fpoke 1^. He ob- 
ferved, notwithftanding the county of Kent prefented fuch a 
length of coaft, full of ports and harbours, fwarming with 
cuftona-houfe, revenue, and coaft-officers ; notwithftanding 
it contained an archblQiopric and bifhopric, and of courfe 
that fpecies of influence, attached to thofe kind of eftablifh- 
ments ; notwithftanding the noble Lord in the blue ribbon 
was Lord Warden of the Cinque Ports, and Governor of 
Dover Caftle, and went down in the county, furrounded with 
the double weight of Minifter and Lord Warden ; notwith- 
ftanding there were two royal docks TDeptford and Wool- 
wich) in the county, to which fo much inflrience and patro- 
nage were i nfeparably annexed ; and that many perfons, 
fome of whom were of the firft weight and influence in the 
county, enjoyed high ports, places, and emoluments, under 
government ; notwithftanding all thefe fources of never-fail- 
ing influence, the petition in his honourable friend's hand» 
including the two or three flcins of parchment not annexed, 
amounted to upwards of 4000 names, while the other peti- 
tioners could not, with their utmoft efforts, mufter more 
than 1870. 

Sir Horace Mann faid, he was one of the petitioners alluded . 
to by his honourable friend. He meant one of thofe who dif- 
approved of many parts of the petition which the honourable 
gentleman held in his hand. The petition which he had 
figned, and which his honourable friend faid he would pre- 
fent, contained his fentiments fo fully refpefting the commit- 
tees and aflbciations, that it was needlefs for him to add any 
thing upon the prefent occafion. Since he was up, however, 
he faid he could not help declaring, viva voce^ that he thought 

the 
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the committees and aflbciations had a moft dangerous and 
alarming tendency ; that they threatened anarchy and public 
confufion ; that they might be produ£live of the woru, but 
could be produftive of no good Confequences ; and without 
looking further than the avowed fentiiiients which thev con- 
tained) they called for the difapprobation, if not deteftation, 
of that Houfe, beoaufe they went to eftablifh a controul over 
that Houfe, repugnant to the fcheme and fpirit of the Eng- 
IHh conftitution. They faid to Parliament, 70U muft do 
this, or we will adopt meafures to compel you. This was H 
dodrine he (hould ever fet his face againft ; it amounted to 
a direfl: fubverfion of the conftituiion, and as fuch, (hould be 
refifted by him in every form, and upon every occafion, both 
in that Houfe and out of it. 

He was ready to fay, in the language of the petilion 
which he had figned, that at no preceding period in this coun- 
try was public ccconomy more neceffary. We were engaged 
in a dangerous and expenfive war with the united branches 
of the Houfe of Bourbon. We were engaged in a conteft 
with a very confiderable part of our own fubjedts. The 
burdens neceffary to bear us out in fuch a dangerous conteft, 
muft be great ; and it was the indifpenfible duty of minifters 
to give every poflible fatisfaftion to thofe who were deftined 
to bear thefe burthens ; that the money raifed upon them, 
in order to fupport the great caufe in which the country was 
engaged, and on which its very exiftence as an independent 
nation depended, was faithfully and oeconomically expended. 
So far therefore as the petitions of the people went to the 
great objeft of public oeconomy, no man would fupport them 
more chearfully. 

He replied to feveral paffages in Mr. Honey wood's fpeech, 
particularly refpedling the fnppdfed exifting influence in that 
county. He could fay for himfelf, that no man was more 
independent. He did not defire any credit for a bare affer- 
tion : he appealed to his line of conduftin that Houfe, as 
well as without. The noble Lord in the blue ribbon was no 
ftranger to both. His Lordfliip, he dared to fay, did not 
look upon himfelf under any great obligations to him in his 
minifterial capacity. He fhould be forry to be confidered 
iSckle, inconftant, or defultory. He knew his condu£l with 
thofe who knew him not, might admit of fuch an interpreta- 
tion. Be that as it might, he afled from a fenfe of his duty. 
He might be wrong, but he could fincerely declare, that he 
was never fo premeditatedly. Upon the poira ot \iv%\\&xvc.^ 
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cxifting in the county of Kent, he was free to fay, that he 
believed there never was a petition figned in that, or any 
other county, which corftained the fentiments of the people 
who had figned their names more than that to which he had 
been alluding. 

As foon as he came to Tiis place he opened the contents of 
the other, or counter-petition. He obferved, that the peti- 
tion now in his hand, as well as that he had jud prefented^ 
agreed precifely in the fame principle of national oeconomy. 
It was his duty to prefent it as being the fenfe of a very 
numerous and refp^^labie part of his conftituents. It con- 
tained his own fo far as it went ; and where it fell fliort of 
the other petition he could not help again repeating, it fell 
fliort of his own public and private fentiments. 

Mr. Mar/ham then brought up the petition, which, as a 
matter of courfe, was referred to the committee. 

Sir George Comewall prefented the Herefordfhire petition. 
He prefaced it v^th a few words, aiTuring the Houfe, that 
it contained the fentiments of a very great majority of the 
freeholders of the county he had the honour to reprefent, and 
as fuch, had been figned by a very great majority of then). 

Mr. Crifp Molyneux prefented a petition from the, county 
of Cambridge. He entered into a narrative of the meeting," 
the great number of freeholders who attended it, the unani- 
mity which prevailed there, not one perfon having rofe ta 
oppofe the principle, though one or two had objefied to the 
committees and aifociations. 

He begged leave to acquaint the Houfe how he came to be 
the perfon pitched upon to prefent it to that Houfe. When 
the petition was read and agreed to, one hand only being held 
up againd it, a motion was made that faid petition be prefented 
bjr the county Members. They had before expreiled their 
difapprobation of the contents, confequently the freeholders, 
upon motives of common fenfe and common prudence, 
thought it extremely improper that thofe who avowed their. 
difapprobation fliould be entrufted with enforcing the prayer 
of it in Parliament. The queftion was however put on the 
motion, that the county Membeis do' prefent it, which paf- 
fed in the negative by a prodigious majority. He believed 
from doubts having been raifed, and reafons urged, the fame 
quedion was propofed upwards of twenty times, and as often 
clearly rejeSed, by the fenfe of the meeting, a very few 
hands onhr excepted. In the courfe of thofe altercations, the 
county Members were called upon to fay, whether or not 
. thty would foppon the petitions in Parlianient i But ih^y 
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declined to give any fpecific anfwer. He had launched forth 
into an eiilogium on Whig government in general, on the 
glorious ^dminiftration of the late Earl of Chatham, during 
the late war, and made ufe of fcveral ftrong expreffions, 
reprobating the fyftem formed at the commencement of the 
prefcnt rejgn,* which he affirmed had been nourifhed, fup- ~ 
ported, and rendered fuccefsful, merely through the undue, 
corrupt, and unconftitutional influence of the Crown. 

Sir Sampfm Gideon (dne of the county Members) faid, he 
had attended the meeting, with an intention of fupporting 
the petition to the Houfe, recommending a faithful and (eco- 
nomical expenditure of the public money; but, that he was 
much furprized and difappointed to find, that fo neceffary and 
falutary a meafure was accompanied with other matters, which 
he could by no means aflent to, either as a Member of that 
Houfe, or a private individual; namely, committees and 
aflbciations. So far as the petition was direSed to the point 
of oeconomy, it was intitled to his entire and hearty approba- 
tion ; but when aflTociations and committees, purpofely efta- 
blilhed to controul and direft the proceedings and judgment 
of that Houfe, formed a part of it, he thought it his duty 
to. exprefs his diflent. What was this, but menacing thofe 
to whom the petition was addreffed ? and, indead of calling 
for a fair and difpaffionate determination, diredly dating 
what the Houfe mould determine, and threatening them 
with the confequences in cafe of refufal. 

Mr. fFilkes contended, that the h<)nourable gentleman, he 
prefumed, forgot the circumftances which he had with fo 
much confidence related. The faft was not that he approved 
of the petition, and only difapproved of the Committees and 
Aflbciations, but that he difapproved of the petitioning at 
all, as a meafure improper, while we continued to be en- 
gaged in a dangerous, expenfive war. 

Sir John Hinde Cotton endeavoured to hold out the meeting 
in a very contemptuous light ; faid it was a market day at 
Cambridge; that perfons of every defcription had forced 
themfelves into the hall, people who were not freeholders, 
fraers, and fcholars ; in (hort, he believed there were not an 
hundred freeholders prefent at the meeting. He knew the 
perfonjs of the greated part of his conftituents, and he could 
affirm that there was not an hundred of them prefent, as far 
as he could, judge. 

It is true there were a few refpedable perfons who attended. 
There was particularly a noble Duke, who had defetN«.4V^ 
great intereft in the county^ and is cYnkntoxk oi ^^ eotci* 
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mittee TDukc of Rutland.] There was prefent another 
noUe Duke, [Manchefter], a pcrfon of great influence in 
his own county, qf great rcfpeft every where as an indivi- 
dual buty at the Cambridge meeting, who could have no 
particular weight, as he did not know that he pofleflcd a foot 
of land in the county. Thefe, a noble Lord, called to the 
chair, [Duncannon, fon to the Earl of Befborough] the 
honojirable gentleman who held the petition in his hand, and 
a very few others, y/crt all the perfons of any confideration, 
who appeared as promoters of the petition. His period of 
life, and ftate of health, had determined him not tooflPcr his 
fervices ; but this he could fmcerely declare, that had he any 
intention of again (landing for the county, the appearance 
and complexion of the meeting would not have deterred him 
from again offering his fervices ; for though every perfon 
prefent at that meeting had oppofed his future eIe<^ion, he 
would neverthelefs have been pretty, confident of fuccefs on 
the poll. 

He faid it had been propofed that he and his worthy col- 
league fhould be defircd, at the requeil of the meeting, to 
prefent the petition, but that was over-ruled, as the honour- 
able gentleman had flated, by a majority ; but what was that 
majority compofed of? — Of market- folks, the townfmen, 
and the rabble of Cambridge, coUcacd together, he pre- 
fumed, for that purpofe. This, he was entitled to fay, couid 
never be conftrued as conveying the fenfe of the county, 
whatever refpcft there might be juftly due to fome of the 
individuals who afTiiled at that meeting. 

Mr. fFilhs contradifted the aflertions of the laft fpeaker* 
He in lifted that no rudenefs nor improper behaviour had been 
fliewn to the honourable gentleman or his colleague ; but 
that the fenfe of the meeting, as a matter of courfc> was as 
flrongly againft intrufting the county Members with the 
delivery of the petition, as unanimous in carrying into exe- 
cution its whole tenor and contents. 

Mr. Molyneux replied to feveral matters which had been 
aiTerted by the county Members, and faid, that the names 
figned to the petition afforded a fufficient anfwer to every^ 
contemptuous expreflion made ufe of by the honourable 
Baronet who fpoke laft. The truth was, that the meeting 
was npt compofed of a rabble ; fo far frpm it, that 1 200, though 
the time was fo (hort, had fubfcribed their names to the peti- 
tion, which he believed was a clear decifive majority ot the 
fxeefaolders ; fuch a majority, as the honourable Baronet wpuld 
not he inclined to neetat the a{^coiiching eledioak He wg^ 
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aftoniihed to hear the honourable Gentleman defcribc Co re-* 
fpedtable a body of his conftituents under the denomination 
of a rabble. There was befides a circumftance attending 
that meeting, almoft peculiar to itfelf, which was its being 
convened at the requcft of the yeomen of the county, a molt 
independent, and in every fenfe, as to the purpofes of the 
meeting, a refpeftable body of mew. They were neither to 
^ be influenced to anfwer the purpofes of faflion, nor deferred 
' from their duty from any corrupt motives. They appeared 
there as men free and independent, and though not perfons of 
great confequence or weight, did not deferve to be treated in 
to contemptuous ^ manner.?— The petition was brought up, 
and of courfe referred. 

Sir Charles Baniury prefented the Suffolk petition ; vouched 
for its containing the genuine fenfe of his conffituents ; and 
moved that jt be referred to the Committee. 

At ten minutes after five, the order of the day was called 
for, to take the petitions into confideration, and the titles of 
the faid petitions read, in all forty in number, when Mr. 
Dunning rofe, and faid, it was unneceflary to obferve that 
the fubjedl matter to be taken into confideration, was the 
fubjeft matter contained in the petitions. Independent of 
the great objefts which the petitions recommended to the 
care and attention of Parliament, which had been according 
to the particular ideas of the feveral clafles of petitioners of 
a various nature, there was one great fundamental point on 
which they hinged, that of fetting limits or paring down the 
cncreafed, dangerous, and alarming influence of the Crown, 
and an oeconomical expenditure of the public money. In 
one point of view, both thefe objefts might be fairly con- 
folidated into one great principle. For indance, if the 
public money was faithfully applied, and frugally expended, 
that would reduce the influence of the Crown ; if, on the 
other hand, the influence of the Crown .was reftrained 
within its natural and conftitutional limits, it would once 
more reftore that power which the Conftitution had vetted in 
that Houfe, the enquiring into and controuling the expendi- 
ture of public money ; but neverthelefs, though the prin- 
ciple embraced one great obje£l, a neceflity arofe, that the 
principle (hould be divided ; that is, the remedy fhould, in 
purfuance of the objefts held forth and recommended in the 
petitions, be dire<Sed to two points. 

Before he proceeded any further, therefore, he (hould 
take it for granted, becaufe the faft flood fo ftated in the 
petitions oa the table, that a reform of ibe ^^sJcJac ^^^^i»S\- 
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tiirc, and limiting and reftraining the encreafing influence 
of the Crown, were the two great objefts which muft draw 
the attention of that Houfe, and neceflfarily force thofe two 
impqrtant fubjefts into difcudion. 

Thefe being the evils fet forth in the petition, it was his 
, duty, however unequal he might be to the talk he had under- 
taken, to apply what he deemed fpecific anddiltinft remedies 
to them both ; that was, to propofe fome remedy, or frame 
fome refolution, which would ferve as^a bafis, on which he 
might afterwards ereft a fyftem of meafures, to anfwer the 
purpofe, and comply with the wifties, of the petitioners. 
• Before he proceeded any further, it would be neceflary for 
him to ftate and remind the Houfe of what had been done, as 
it was fuppofed, in confcquence of the petitions now on the 
table, and how far thofe attempts had or had not fucceeded ; 
becaufe fuch an enquiry would partly point out the refiftance 
already made and avowed to the great objefts of the petitions ; 
and would have this important efFeft ; it would (hew, that 
j\o redrefs could be, or was meant to be given to the peti- 
tioners, by the modes already tried ; and at the fame time 
prove precifely, nay literally, in what particulars thofe who 
•wtre fuppofed to lead and direfl: the majorities of that Houfe, 
ineant to refift and defeat the prayers of the petitions. 

An honourable gentleman behind him [Mr. Burke] had 
produced a bill partly upon the plan of the petitions. It 
inight not embrace every objcfl: defcribed, or pointed to in 
the petitions ; but he believed no perfon, oh any fide of the 
Houfe, would difpute with him, that the bill contained 
pothing but what was confonant to the letter and fpirit of, 
the petitions, nor excluded or determined againft a fyliablc 
of their contents. 

He (hould nptatlempt to do that gentleman juftice for Ws 
fjnwearied endeavours on that occafion, becaufe, with the * 
very beft difpofuion to do it, he found himfelf totally un- 
equal to the undertaking. He knew it would be painful to 
his honourable friend to hear his fentiments while prefent ; 
but as an a(3 of duty, which he thought himfelf bound to 
difcharge, however irk fome to his honourable friend, he could 
not pafs over in.filence, what muft remain as a monument to 
be handed down to posterity, of the uncommon zeal, un- 
jrivalled induftry, aftonifhing abilities, and invincible perfe-* 
verance of the honourable gentleman. He had uridet^akeh 
Z tafk big with labour and difficulty ; a talk that embraced a 
variety of the tpoft in[}portant objeSs, extenfive, varidus, 
and conoplicated i yet fuch was the en)it]ie<it ^d une^iiall^ 

abilities^ 
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abUitieSy fo extraordinary the talents and ingenuity^ and fuch 
the fortunate frame of the honourable gentleman's mind, his 
vaft capacity and happy conception, that in his hands, what 
muft have proved a vaft heap of ponderous matter, compofed 
of heterogeneous ingredients, difcordant in their nature, and 
oppofite in principle, was fo flcilfully arranged as to become 
quite (imple as to each refpe£iive part, dependent on each 
other; and the whole at the fame time fo judicioufly com- 
bined, as to prefent nothing to almoft any mind tolerably 
intelligent, to divide, puzzle, or di(tra<S it. This was a true 
dcfcription of his honourable friend's bill. He trufted that 
he would permit him to ufe that appellation, and it was his 
^)eculiar pride to be; pennitted to do fo. 

But w^hat was the confequence of fuch a bill, brought for- 
ward by fuch a man ? Upon its being firft propofcd, the 
united approbation of, he believed, every individual in that 
Houfe. The higheft, and, in his opinion, the beft deferved 
culogiums of every part ; and he believed moft fincerely, its 
genuine fentiments at the time, for he could fafely make a 
diftinftion between the real fentiments of that Houfe per» 
mitted to adl according to its own imoiediate feelings, and 
the impreflions afterwards made upon it arifing from without. 
The Houfe, he believed, exprefled the former, on. the occa- 
sion alluded to ; when other opinions feemed to prevail, he 
mod fmcerely^ believed, and was firmly perfuaded, that the 
latter temper and difpofition which appeared towards his 
honourable friend's bill, originated out of that Houfe, and 
not within thefe walls. 

Such being the reception of the bill, or of the propofitioa 
for introducing it, what was its reception when it was intro- 
duced ? — Doubts were immediately (tarted as foen as it made 
its appearance. A (hew of candour, a kind of mock appro- 
bation was to be preferved. It might contain fome matter 
worthy of confideration ; but it was Ihortly avowed by the 
noble Lord, who is fuppofed to lead the majorities of this 
Houfe, that the bill, as to the great objedls which it propofed 
to attain, was fundamentally wrong. What were thole ob- 
jeds ? Almoft the very bbjedis propofed to be obtained by the 
petitions now on your table ; a redudlion of the undue and 
unconftitutional influence of the Crown, and an enquiry into 
the expenditure of the Civil Lid, the abolilhing iihecure 
places, exorbitant falaries, &c. 

Whatever dexterity may have been ufed, fome matters 
came out in the courfe of t^is conteft, which have in faft 
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been the occafion of the trouble I am now going to give this 
Houfc. 

In the courfc of this very important difcuffion, two fun- 
damental points came into controverfy ; but more of that as 
I proceed. The firft claufe in the honourable gentleman'5 
bill relative to the office of a third Secretary of State, pur* 
fued the idea of the petitions ; it went to the redu6tion of 
the public expenditure, and to the aboUihing of an ufelefs 
office. The noble Lord in the blue ribbon, and an honour* 
able gentleman of great abilities, and of great fuppofed 
weight in this Houfe, met both principles ftirly, in argu- 
ment ; but at the fame tirne contended, that the place was not 
ufelefs. The noble Lord in the blue ribbon (aid, that the 
influence of the Crown was not too great ; another noble 
Lord [Nugent] contended, that the influence of the Crown, 
as dated in argument, was conftitutional and neceflary ; and 
the honourable gentleman to whom I have juil alluded [Mr. 
Rjgby] met the other point infified on in the petitions, the 
enquiry into the expenditure of his Majefty's civil lift reve- 
nue, by faying it was not competent to this Houfe. The 
honourable gentleman was challenged to bring his queftion 
forward ; the noble Lord ihrunk from the conteft, under the 
fame pretext that I forefee he will endeavour to defeat, or 
evade the refolution which I ihall have the honour to move; 
and the honourable gentleman feemed himfelf not fo fanguine, 
TV hen the matter was decided by a queftion moved to take 
the fenfe of the Houfe. 

Be that as it may, my honourable friend's claufe was loft, 
onder the pretence that theofiice propofedto be aboliftied was 
not ufelefs, or, if it was, that no evidence of its being ufe- 
lefs had appeared. I forefee, likewifc, that I (hall be called 
on, for evidence of the truth of what I (hall move in this 
committee. 

The next claufe, relative to the abolition ®f the Board of 
Trade, was oppofed on the fame oftenfible ground,^ of its 
not being ufelefs. The minifter, however, belides the often- 
-fible ground, maintained both the other doftrines, that the 
influence of the Crown was not too much, and that the Par- 
liament had no right to controul the civil lift expenditure ; 
but the Houfe was not to be drove. 'I'he Houfe revolted, 
and the claufe was carried by a frnall majority. 

What was the fate of the next claufe? That was openly 

oppofed in principle ; which principle was fupported, in one 

:fliape or other, by a great nKijority of this Hou(e. The 
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King*s houfhold was deemed facred, it was not to be touched ; 
a diftindlion was- made by thofe who gave the minifter thac 
majority ; ufclefs places which relate to the fundlions of the 
ftate may be aboliOied, but the King's revenue for the fupport 
of his houfhold is his own private perfonal revenue, with which 
Parliament neither have, nor can have, any thing to do. Here, 
J may fay, my honourable friends bill was put an end to. 

The next attempt made in purfuance of the prayers of the 
petitions, was by an honourable frienci of mine, [Colonel 
JBarre] with whom I have long lived in habits of the greateft 
intimacy and friendfhip. My honourable friend fuggeded 
the propriety of inftituting a committee of accounts. This 
went to another part of the prayer of the petitions, the mode 
ofcoUe&ing, tranfmitting, receiving, and ilfuing the pubHc 
monies. My honourable friend, with great labour and inde- 
fatigable attention, aided by the ability and experience he is 
confcfTedly known to poflefs, fpared no pains to render his 
plan as perfefl as poflible. A very few days had not inter- 
vened, before the .noble Lord in the blue ribbon, forefeeing 
that many things extremely irkfome and unpleafant to his 
Lordfhip might come out, ihould fuch a commiiTion be in- 
ftituted, run a race with my honourable/friend for the bill ; 
and without any private communication or previous informa- 
tion, fnaiched the bill from out of the hands of my honour- 
able friend, where it had been placed by the unanimous voice 
and approbation of the Houfe. But my honourable friend 
by this aft, which wore in its firft afpeft a very fufpicious 
appearaiKe, and in every refpeft a very uncandid ungentle- 
manlike appearance^ had no reafon to complain. Neither 
ihould I thinky or care about who performed the duty to the 
public, fo it had been well and faithfully performed. Was 
that the cafe? By no means. It is true his Lordihip has 
brought in a bill, but what is it ? A bill appointing commif- 
fioners to infpedl the public accounts, not the accounts in 
general, b»t fome particular accounts, fomething relative to 
balances. Who again are to be the commiffioners appointed 
to execute this bufinefs ? Not members of this Houfe ; but 
perfons out of it, to be appointed by the noble Lord himfelf. 
A bill of a fimilar nature was paffed iri the Second of Wil- 
liam and Mary. In that bill it was provided, that all the pub^ 
lie accounts, including the civil li(t, ihould be enquired in- 
to, the privy purfe, and fecret fervice money alone excepted ; 
and this exception not to extend to perfons in this Houfe en- 
joying penfions. Here the civil lift expenditure is totally 
omitted ; and though it were not, no enquiry could extccvd 
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to members enjoying penfions here, becaiife the lift of thofe 
penfions have been already denied by the noble Lord. 

Another effort was made to diminilh the influence of the 
Crown in this Houfe, by an honourable gentleman [Sir P, 
Jennings Gierke] by excluding perfons holding contrafts, 
made privately with any of the official boards, which was 
attended with more fuccefs than either of the other two I 
have mentioned ; fo that the whole of what has been done, 
in confi quence of that pile of parchment now on your table, 
containing the fentiments, the prayers, and petitions of above 
one hundred thoufand eledors, amounts in the whole, to a 
lingle claufe in my honourable friend's bill, which ftanding 
naked, as it does, is of little or no importance ; the propofition 
fnatched out of my other honourable friend's hands by the 
noble Lord, and only matched to infult you in this Houfe, 
and mock your conftituents out of it, and the conti^dors 
bill, which miniiters, or at leaft their friends and confidents, 
pretend to predift, will mifcarry in another place ; or, (hould 
that not happen to be the cafe, boaft that it vvill anfwer no 
one purpofe of thofe who have framed and fupported it. 
Such is the manner the dutiful and refpeftable petitions of the 
people of England has been treated. I tnift, however, that 
the people of England, knowing how they have been treated, 
will refent the infult put uponjhem by thofe, who, to op» 
prelfion and neglefl, have added mockery and contempt, 

I would add a word or two, refpefling my honourable 
friend below me, [Colonel Barre] for the faithful and difin- 
terefted performance, refpefting his duty in this Houfe; 
how has he been treated by fome of his opponents ? He has 
been called a dependant; I prefume, alluding to the honour 
he enjoys in the friendship and intimacy of a certain noble 
• Lord, a member of the other Houfe [Lord Shelburne]. If 
that intimacy and friendfhip be a ftate of dependance, I ara 
happy in claffing niyfelf amcng that noble Lord's depend- 
ants. I will aflTure thofe who have alluded to what they call 
dependance, that it is a ftate of dependance; accompanied 
with pcrfeft freedom. It is true, hiy honourable friend has 
been honoured with the noble Lord's friend (hip, for upwards 
of tw^ty years ; but I think I know the frame of mind and 
difpofuion of my honourable friend too well, 10 be perfuaded 
that he would purchafe any man's intimacy upon any terms 
fhort of a perfedl equality, and mutual confidence ; and I 
think I may iikewife add, that if any perfon (hould attempt 
10 purchafe the noble Lord's friendfhip, by mean o. impro- 
per cQnceffions, there is not a man on earth would more rea- 

di}| 
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dily fee through or defpife it. I know the noble Lord to be 
a great private as well as public charaQer. I know my ho- 
nourable friend to poflefs a fpirit of true independence. I am 
perfuaded of the noble Lord's great and acknowledged talents 
as a fenator and a politician ; and I can add, great as he 
may appear in a public light, his private -charader i& no lefs 
amiable and worthy of general admiration. 

Having endeavoured, a$ far as lay in my power, to defcribe 
what the* petitioners mean, and what adminiftration mean; 
on the other hand, give me leave to recur to the ground of 
my prefent propofed refolutions. 

I have already obfcrved that the great objeSs of the petiti-* 
oners have been refifted both in argument and by public avow- 
als, by the minifter and his friends. They have told you 
that the influence of the Crown is not too much, and ought 
not of courfe to be leflTened ; the petitioners have aflfertcd the 
direft contrary. Minifters have lold you, that it is not com- 
petent fof this Houfe to enquire into the expenditure of the 
civil lift ; thedireft contrary are the fentiments of the peti- 
tioners. To talk of petitions or redrefs is vain, idle, nuga- 
tpry^ and inefFe£iual, while thefe two points are maintained 
by thofe who had the majority of the Houfe. To bring both 
thefe points fairly toiflue, I mean to frame two propofitions, 
abftraded from the petitions on your table, and take the fenfe 
of the committee upon them. I mean that they fhall be 
(hort, and as (imple as poflible, fo as to draw forth a dired 
affirmative or negative. If the committee (hould agree with 
me in the refolutions, I mean to follow them up with real, 
fubftantial, pradlicable meafures, if fuch ; but that (hould 
they difagree or dilFent, or endeavour to evade or procrafti- 
nate, there will be at once an end of the petitions, and a full 
anfwer to the petitioners. 

It may be alked, are my proportions to be taken from the 
petitions on the table ? Are they to be worded in the language 
of this or that petition ? By no means. Some may be more 
cxtenfive, others may be more full and fpecific ; it will fufficc 
that my propofitions will not differ from any, as to the prin-^ 
ciple,. though copied from none. 

My firft refolution will be, ** that the influence of the. 
Crown has increafed, is increafing, and ought to be dimi- 
fiiihed/* My fecond, " that it is competent for this Houfe 
to reform the civil lift, or any part of the public expendi- 
nire." 

He then proceeded to argue the oiieftion on the ground of 
fiotoriety, that the influence of the Crown was iac^^ta^CtA^ -wA 
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ought to be diminiihed, having firft regularly moved it. He 
iupported his argument, not upon proof, which he fairf it 
was idle to require, and mud be decided by the cunfciences 
of thofe who as a jury were called upon to determine what 
was or was not within their own knowledge. He could, 
affirm upon his own knowledge, and pledge his honour to 
the truth of the aflertion, that he knew upwards of fifty 
members in that Houfe who voted always in the train of the 
noble Lord in the blue ribbon ; that confeffed out of the 
Houfe, that the influence of the crown was increafed^ and 
dangeroufly increafed. He adduced feveral arguments of a 
.fimilar nature, and fat down, he faid, with this confolat ion, 
that the minority of that Houfe, nor the people at large, 
would no longer be mocked and infulted with this or that 
management or trick, this or that evafion ; for the certain 
alternative vC-ouId be, that the decifion on the queftion now 
j^ropofcd by him would declare, whether the petitions were 
to be really attended to, or firvally and totally rcjedled. 

Lord Nugent obferved, that the honourable gentleman 
.bad founded his motion on the petitions then lying on the 
table- He had, from time to time, attended to the contents 
of faid petitions, and did not recolleS any part of which 
accorded with the two refolutions ftated by the honourable 
gentleman. He acknowledged, that forae of the petitions 
ftated one grievance, and fome another, but none of them 
any thing rcfembling the propofition moved, or the other 
propofition opened by the learned gentleman. They did 
not go fo far as many of the petitions, and they went farther 
than others. Some of the petitions were confined merely to 
the oeconomical expenditure of public money \ fome to the 
abolition of fine-cure places, unmerited penfions, exor- 
bitant falaries, &c. and many of them proceeded on the 
idea, " that the influence of the crown had increafed to a 
degree dangerous to the liberties of the people.** S«ch being 
'the real (late of the petitions on the table, he recommended 
to the learned gentleman to modify his motion, fo as to take 
up the fpecific prayer of fome orae petition, or frame it fo as 
to make it an aggregate of them all ; otherwife, the refolu- 
tion now moved mult be conffdered to be the learned gentle- 
man's own opinion on the fubjcdl, and not that of any one fet 
or clafs of petitioners. — In the courfe of difcufling the refo-' 
Uition therefore, it would not admit of the matter contained 
in faid petitions being more than collaterally introduced into 
the debate. Would the honourable gentleman fay, that the 

influence 
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influence of the crown was, or was not, dangerous to the 
liberties of the people ? If not, the propofition, which he 
called upon the committee to refolve, could not beconfidercd 
in 9ny other light than as the individual opinion of th^ learned 
gentleman. 

Mr. Dunning faid, he thought he had fufF.ciently explained 
himfelf in the courfc of his fpeech. His own fentiments,'he 
afllired the noble Lord, went the full length of fuch of the 
petitions as afferted, " that the inifluence of the crown had 
increafed to a degree dangerous to the liberties of the peo- 

f>le." Some other petitions did not go fo far \ but he bc- 
ieved, nine out of ten of the petitions on the table contained 
this general propofition, ** that the influence of the crown 
was increafed, and improperly and unconftitutionally in- 
creafed ; and that a reform in the expenditure of the civil 
lift revenue was become abfolutely necelfary.** So far, there- 
fore, his two propofitions were meant to go ; namely, to the 
prayer of every petition, and to contradid none. They 
contained an abftra61: of the whole of the petitions on the 
lable, and formed a great principle of union, importing, in 
the grofs, what was prayed for by each feparately. Such as 
the propofitions were, he was perfectly fatisfied with them. 
He was much obliged to the noble Lord for his proffered aid 
tipon the prefent occafion, though, for the reafons both 
before and now given, he muft decline making ufe of it.-— 
The propofition before the committee, and now moved by 
the way of refolution, be it his private opinion or not, muft 
ftand or fall upon its own merit ; it was not an abflra6led 
propofition; though, as he forefaw at the opening, he 
fliould not be furprifed to hear it called an abftraft propo- 
fition. 

- Lord Nugent faid, he thought the refolution now moved, 
clearly an abftraft propofition. — The learned gentleman had 
faid, that he would not inform the Houfe what further 
meafures he intended to graft upon his two intended refolu- 
tions. This he always underftood to be the true definition 
. of an abftraft queftion. There were to be fure inftances in 
tlie records of Parliament, in which abfiraft queftions were 
moved and agreed to, but they were very improper examples 
or precedents to be followed; but in general, even then 
they related to fome previous proceeding in the Hou(e, 
fomedifputed point, fome fubjedtof controverfy under dif- 
cufl[ion, in which the fenfe of the Houfe was particularly 
(railed for. When this happened not to be the cafiri the perfon 
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who came to defire the Houfe to vote an abftra£l quefHon, 
having a profpedive view to meafures virhich were to be in- 
grafted in it, was bound by the nature of the requidtions 
thus made, to explain to the Houfe what thofe meafures 
were intended to be ; otherwife, one of thofe two. things 
might happen, that either the Houfe might agree to an ab- 
ftraft queftion, to no manner of purpofc, or, having re- 
folved it, might be obliged to negative the mealure fo en- 
grafted, though it bore a ftrong fecming relation to the 
antecedent refolution agreed to.— —It was the eftablifbed 
iifage of Parliament to do fo ; it was a duty in point of 
candour incumbent on the member who made it ; and it 
was every way agreeable to the wifdom and juftice of that 
Houfe. 

In this point of view, the queftion now propofed was an 
jibftra6l one, becaufe it was not conneSed with any one 
meafure whatever ; it pointed to no remedy, nor was it ap- 
parently defigned to avert any evil. For inftance, many 
gentlemen in that Houfe might think, that the influence of 
the crown was increafed ; fome, that it was incrcafing ; and 
others, that it ought to be diminilhed. Neverthelefs, if thc^ 
propofition (hould be refolved, when the meafure which the 
learned gentlemen meant to follow it up with c^me to be 
confidered and divided upon, the fame gentlemen, who a- 
greed with the queftion in abftraft, might totally difapprove 
of the remedy to be applied ; whereas, if the meauire of 
corredion accompanied the facS of abufe, the fame gentle- 
men who might vote the queftion in abftraft, woiild many 
of them probably rejeS it, when they fliould be acquainted 
with the ufe or end propofed by voting it to be true. 

Upon the propofition itfelf, he could fairly fay it was not 
founded. He had more than once given it as his finccrc 
opinion, that the influence of the crown was not encreafed, 
neither comparatively encreafed, or improperly encreafed* 
He had long fat in Parliament, and he could affirm, hc^ 
never recolle£led a period in which influence was lefs felt,^ 
than fince his noble friend in the blue ribbon came into his 
prefeiit fituation ; but allowing -that the influence of the 
crown had been gradually on the encreafe fince. the period 
alluded to by the learned gentleman, as quoted from the 
words of an ingenious political writer [Mr. Hume] would 
the learned gentleman, or any other gentleman, lay his hand 
fairly on his heart, and declare, that he thought this was 
the time, and peculiarly the time, which called for its im- 

mediatt 
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mediate diminution ? At a time when America was loft, he 
would fpeak out, he feared irretrievably loft. [A loud cry 
of hear him ! hear him ! j He was willing to repeat his 
words, America was loft. The American war proved a 
wrong meafure. He fupported the war. He was not 
afliamed to own that he was wrong himfelf. [Another loud 
cry from the oppofition benches.] He did not mean to fay 
,that it was wrong in principle, for in a fimilar fituation he 
Ihould adhere to his former conduS 5 but what he wilhcd to 
convey to his auditors was, that from a fucceflion of un- 
toward accidents, unexpeSed events, and a want of fuccefs, 
that it was wrong, becaufe the event proved unfortunate. 
But after fuch a feries of difappointments, followed by a 
war with France, and clofely followed again by a war with 
Spain, with great loans, heavy taxes, and all the unpopu- 
lar confequences incident to fuch a ftate of things, to con- 
tend that the influence of the crown was increafing and 
ought to be diminiftied, was, in his opinion, to the laft de- 
gree prepofterous. The people were heavily burthened ; 
they rorefaw an incrcafe of thofe burthens daily approaching* 
they felt the lofs of America; they were difappointed and 
out of temper^ confequently it was idle to talk of the dan- 
gerous influence of the crown. But fuppofing the argument 
which he had heard frequently urged in that JHoufe of late, 
that the encreafe of taxes, of the influence arifing from a 
ftate of war, in the military departments of government, 
had thrown a fudden weight into the hands of the crown ; 
would not every gentleman prefent acknowledge that this 
influence could onlv have temporary duration ; that it muft 
ceafe with the caufe, the continuance of the war ; and that 
as foon as peace was reftored, things would flow into their 
old channel ? Yet thofe who maintain the propriety of re- 
ducing the influence of the crown, are fo abfurd* to apply a 
remedy which they mean fliall operate perpetually, while 
they acknowledge that the chief caufe of the evil is but of a 
temporary nature, and will ceafe to operate with the duration 
of th6 prefent war. 

The learned gentleman has produced a propofition, that ihp 
influence of the crown " has encreafed, is encreafing, and 
ought to be diminiftied." Has he produced, or fo much as 
promifed, a tittle of evidence of the fads fo alledged ? Not 
a word of that : but he has faid a great deal about the opi- 
nions of fpeculative men, of an eminent lawyer lately de- 
Ccafcdi 'And of two ingenious political writers f Hume and 
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Blackftone.] The former fays, the influence of the crown 
began to (hew itfelf in or about the year 1742. I was in 
Parliament before that period, and remember, that clamours 
and fpeculations of that kind prevailed long before the year 
1742; but I proteft that I thought then as I think now, 
that they. were totally unfounded; and I can fairly affirm, 
that I never felt it myfelf, nor gave a fmgle vote under any 
influence whatever, but what was neceflary for the fupport 
of government. [A loud murmur.] 

But I will go one ftep further, and take the two firft af- 
fertions in the honourable gentleman's propofition as proved, 
that the influence 6f the crown has encreafed, and is encreaf- 
ing ; will the learned gentleman's conclufion follow ? May 
not -this encreafed influence be neceflary ? Has he ventured, 
to ftatc that it is not? By no means ; he declines the fair 
allegation that it is improper ©r unconftitutional, and takes 
a leap to his conclufion, by inferring that it ought to be 
diminiflied. 

- On the whole, the learned gentleman has defired the com- 
mittee to vote an abftraft .quertion, declaring his intention of 
holding back the point which fhould be the proper fubjeftrf 
debate ; he has taken fafts as proved, without oflFering any 
fpecies of proof whatever : and finally, he has drawn a con- 
clufion not by any means deducible from the premifes ftated 
in the refolution. It i§ true, he has argued much on the 
ground of notoriety, for the greater part depending on the 
authority of the writers which I have mentioned ; a very 
extraordinary medium of proof^ in my opinion, to found a 
refolution of Parliament upon^ and the honourable gentle- 
man has further adduced the contradiftion between the con- 
duft of gentlemen in that Houfe, who vote with the mini* 
fters, with the language held by the fame perfon out of it^ 
He fays, that they vote within thefe walls that no fuch un- 
conftitutional influence exifts ; and without them, acknowledge 
that it does exift to a dangerous degree. I do not know well 
bow to contradia this aflertion of the honourable gentleman ; 
but this 1 will affirm, that if there be fuch abandoned 
wretches within thefe walls, that they, merit the contempt, 
of every honeft man within and without this Houfe, and 
the indignation, reprobation, and deteftation of mankind : 
they arc wretches indeed ; they are no lefs profligate than 
■fhamelefs ; they at once convift themfelves, and glory in 
their infamy. I hope there are not any fuch, not only in 
this Houfe, but in any place elfe ; for I am fure they are not 
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fit for human fociety. I am inclined to hope, that the learned 
gentleman i$ rather miftakea, or has exaggerated their num- 
ber. This I will fay, however, that if there be any fiich at 
this fide of the Houfe, that I hope they will^ in the courfe of 
the evening, go over to the other fide; for I will ever be of 
opinion, that the caufe which is fuppcrted by fuch men ought 
to be abandoned ; and, as one, I call upon them, ** Go you 
word of men, be your hearts and motives ever fo corrupt^ 
preferve fome appearance of principle and decency, and fup- 
port thofe fentiments in public, which you approve of and 
fecretly avow in private." 

Mr. Dunning rofe and faid, he thought it his duty to fay a 
word or two in anfwer to what had fallen from the noble 
Lord. His Lordihip doubted of the fad: relative to the con- 
tradiftory fentiments entertained by fome gentlemen in that 
Houfe. He believed it would be extremely improper to 
mention names; but though he confined his defcription to 
fifty, he believed he might with truth extend it to a much 
greater number. Hp mixed much with mankind ; his habits 
of life and profeflion gave him frequent opportunities of being 
acquainted with the fentiments of many pcrfons in that 
Houfe, when they were out of it; and he could declare upon 
his honour, that he was fully warranted in the aflertion he 
had made, that he knew fifty members in that Houfe, and 
the mod of them within his hearing, who totally reprobated 
and condemned, out of the Houfe, the meafures they fup- 
ported and voted for in it; and though no man Jield. private 
converfation more facred than he did, if the iifue of the pre- 
fent debate was to depend upon naming them, and that it 
was the pleafure of the Houfe to defire it, he couldand would 
name them. 

Mr. G. Rous faid that gentlemen on the other fide of the 
Houfe had refted their arguments for fome time paft chiefly 
on two points; that it was necelTary the Crown fhould have 
influence both within and without that Houfe; and that gen- 
tlemen who compofed oppofition were inftigated by motives 
of ambition. He thought it was neceflary to grant both 
propofitions, in order to explain the true grounds on which 
they flood. 

For his part he was one who thought that the Crown 
ought to have an influence in that Houfe; but what fpecies 
of influence ? Not furely a corrupt one* . By no means ; a 
fair conftitutional influence ; an influence arifing from a con- 
fidence in governmenC ; originating in a full con virion that 
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the meafures jpropofed by its fubordinate minifters 
founded.in wifdom ; were calculated for the profperity of the 
community; for the purpofe of internal profperity and ex- 
ternal ftrength ; in a thorough convidion that the perfons en* 
trufted with the exercife of the executive power werefelefiedl 
for their integrity, talents, and public virtue. This vrzs the 
influence, and the only influence that ihould ever be fek in 
that Houfe; but on the other hand, when the oppofite qua- 
lities were thofe which encouraged perlbns to be the candi- 
dates for places of the higheft tnift and confequences under 
government, who could, without a mixture of indignatioa* 
and the moA ineffable contempt, liften to (uch as maintained 
in argument that the friends and fupporters of fuch an ad- 
miniftration were not under the dominion of the mo(^ corrupt 
and imconditutional influence? The matter admitted not 
of a moment's controverfy ; it was indeed totally abfurd to 
fpend a moment's diicufllion on the fubjed. 

As to the other point, relative to ambition, he would mike 
a fimilar diftindion. As far as he could judge,, the hSt was 
acknowledged. The gentlemen on bis fide of the Houfe 
were ambitious; he hoped they were; but he wasperfuaded 
^hat they were a£luated by a noble and laudable ambition ; 
an ambition to ferve their countrv, to reflore it to its loft ftate 
of former dignity, power, and glory; of putting themfelves 
into fituations of truft and honour, in which they could len* 
der themfelves truly and ei{e<£lually ferviceable at fo perikwi 
a erifis; to fnatch it from the ruin which threatened, and K> 
render the beft iervices that their Sovereign and tbeir fdlutw 
fubje^ls could derive from an union of great integrity and 
correfpondent talents ! Was this a corrupt or fa&ious aariii- 
tion ? He hoped not. He hoped it was a fpecies of anoliitkia 
every man at that fide of the Houfe felt, becaufe it was only 
by fuch, an atpbition that the lalvation of this country eoiild 
be efl&£led. 

Mr. Martin fpoke at the fame fide. He coatrafied ike 
flate of this country when his Majefly came to the ifafwie 
with its prefent deplorable and humiliating fituaticiOk; aii4 
ebferved, howdireSly repugnant and contradictory the events 
were which marked the conduct, and formed the leadina; ec<*> 
currences of the adnHniftration of the late Earl of Chanamy 
and of thofe who direded the affairs of this comtff^wX 
prelent. 

The noble Lord who fpoke lately [Nugent] had emphati- 
cally a(ked» whether the Me Lord Chaftbam had not iafiuanee^ 
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or if the injticnce of the Crown was not very confiderable 
during his adminiftration ? Mo(l certainly it was; his wif. 
ckmiy his abilities/ his love of his country, procured him an 
afcendency in his Majefty*s councils ; he was the minifter of 
the people as well as the Sovereign. He had their confidence, 
and the foleflings and advantages of his admin iftration were 
fully cotnmenturate to both. The influence of the Crown 
was indeed immenfe during his adminiftraiion. Why was 
itfo? Becaufe that influence was direded to, as it was pro- 
dudnve of the happieft^ moft beneficial, and glorious confe. 
quences. How was the influence of the Crown now exerted? 
To produce confequences in every refpeft the dired rcverfe. 

He then entered into a general argument, to prove that 
the prefent influence of the Crown was founded m corrup- 
tion ; that inftead of ilrength it only produced imbecility ; 
inftead of glory, difgrace; and inftead of benefits and ad- 
vantages, a train of nothing butmeafures tending to national 
ruin, and that by a variety of means ; heavy taxes, a lofs of 
national honour, and a confirmed fyftem of corrupttoni lead- 
ing to a final overthrow of the conftitution, and he feared of 
the nation, as an independent ftate. 

. Sir Fletcher Norton laid, his fituation in that Houfe rendered 
it extremely irkfomie to him to rife upon the prefent occafioOt 
as it mieht be thought that his fituation carried with it fomc 
degree of influence, and that it was his duty to keep the fcale 
' even, and not to take any decided part refpeSing the con- 
trariety of opinions which prevailed in that Houfe ; but how- 
ever cautious he ought to be from obtruding his own opinions 
on it, ther^ were inflances in which it would be criminal in 
htm. to remain filent. The prefent he deemed one of them ; 
- and (hould therefore make no further apology for ilating his 
fentiments to the committee. 

He faid, that Houfe and the people at large lay under the 
higheft obligations to his learned and honourable friend, for 
bringing the prefent qUeilion under difcuflion. He for his 
part returned him his moft fincere and hearty thanks. It was 
a queftion of infinite confequence, and on whatever fide it 
might be determined, he was happy in the opportunity it af- 
forded him of difcharging his duty as a member of that 
Houfe, to his conftitueiits and his country in general* 

The noble Lord had called it an abftrad queftion ; in this 
be begged leave to totally differ from the noble Lord. It 
was by no means an abftraft queftion; it was a queftion of 
faft. What wc w the faas? ItderiredtbeHQuC&xax^feVi^ 
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in the firft inftance, that the influence of the Crown has inr 
creafcd ; who would doubt the truth of that fad? That it is 
increafing; could any man doubt of that, either? He be- 
lieved not. If there was any fuch perfon prefent, he was 
fure he was not that perfon. He had feen many inftances of 
both fmce he had the honour of a feat in that Houfe, fuffici- 
ent to. fay that the influence of the Crown has increafed and 
is increafing. The petitions on the table averred the fad; 
it was the duty of the Houfe to fay whether it was or was not 
fo. It was an allegation which called for no proof; it did 
not indeed admit of any. It could only be known to the 
members of that Houfe, as they were the only perfons com- 
petent to refolve it; if proved by evidence, fuch were the 
circumftances of the affair, that they only could know whe- 
ther it was true -or falfe. They were bound as jurors, by 
the conviftion arifing in their own minds, and were obliged 
to determine accordingly. 

The noble Lord [Nugent] faid, though the fafts fo dated 
had been true and acknowledged, the confequence by.no 
means followed from the premifes; becaufe, though the in- 
fluence of the crown had increafed and is increafing, before 
the conclufion could be drawn, that it ought to be diminiflied; 
it fhould have been dated, that this influence was dangerous, 
unconftitutional, or improper, or fome other caufe (hewn 
why it ought to be diminiflied. For his part, he could never 
fubfcribe to the truth of this argument, nor admit its force; 
for the firft part of the propofition clearly looked back to fome 
antecedent period, in which the crown poOTefled a certain fpe- 
cies of influence ; the teft of what the influence of the crown 
ought to be, was referred to that period by the two aflertions, 
" has encreafevi," and " is increafing," and confequently the 
fads fo ftated implied an innovation, or charge, vvhich was 
the foundation of the premifes from whence the coficlufion." 
was^rawn. If th^ fads were granted, the dedudion was 
inevitable: they are generally aiferted, and the conclufion 
was made in the fame general terms. It does hot fay how 
much the influence of the crown has increafed, or i$ jncrci- 
fmg, nor does it mete out the degree in*whichit ought to^be 
diminifhed. That will be the bufinefs of my learned friend^ 
when he comes to apply the remedy to the evil. \- 

The noble Lord talks of the neceflity of proof; for my 
part, I think the petitions contain a full proof, fo far as. the 
lame relate to the queftion, at lealt they oblige' thofe who 
controvert the allegations contained in them, to bring proof 

of 
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of the contrary; they are bound to fhew that the influence 
of the crown has not increafed, nor is increafing, and of 
courfe ought not to be dimlniflied. 

Every perfon in that Houfe muft come within one or the 
other of the following defcriptions. Such as thought the 
influence of the crown was increafed, but not too much ; 
that it is not enough increafed ; or who were of opinion, that 
it flood precifely at prefent at the point it ought to ftand. 
It would be incumbent on thofe who thought the firft, to 
prevent its further increafe; of the fecond, to (hew in what 
inftances the hands of the crown called for additional ftrength; 
and of the laft, fairly to draw the line, to prevent a furtlier 
increafe. 

No man had an higher veneration for monarchy than he 
had; he meant that fpecies of it eftablilhed in this country, 
** a monarchy limited by law." He did not intend to enter 
into an abftracS difquifition of the advantages fuch a mode of 
civil government had over all others, but this he would fay, 
that it was the form beft fuited to the genius and difpofition 
of the people of this country. They had lived under it for 
many centuries, and whatever changes had happened in the 
revolutions of time and fucceflive ages, they had hitherto 
preferyed their liberties. Such a government, he was free to 
lay, required no afli (lance but what it derived from the con- 
' ftitution and the laws. The powers vefted in the executive 
part of the government, and in his opinion wifely placed 
there, were ample and fufficient for all the purpofes of good 
government, and without any further aid, were much- too 
ample for the purpofes of bad government; and he thought 
himfelf bound as an honeft man to fay, that the influence of 
the crown had increafed much beyond the ideas of a monarchy 
ftriftly limited in its nature and extent. 

He appealed to the feelings and experience of gentlemen 
who heard him, if the influence of the crown had not in- 
creafed, and was not daily encreafing, and whether it was 
not the duty of the Houfe to limit it? He profcffed to be 
a friend to the legal and conftitutional prerogatives of the 
crown, which he contended was the only legitimate influ- 
ence it could have, or ough^ to exercife; and aflced the 
Houfe, whether it was not a very vain and idle thing to 
limit or mete out the prerogatives of the crown, while they 
permitted another, and much more alarming, becaufe a con- 
cealed influence, to operate in its ftead. 

He had, and ever would be, a true friend to conftttatiotvai 
prero^tive, and maintain the perfouaYjoVvuc^X x\^x^ cA ^^ 
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Sovereign. He would be equally anxious to prcferve and 
proCe£l the rights and privileges of the people ; but what- 
ever his reverence and attachment to his Sovereign might be« 
he would, before every other conlideration, prefer the in- 
tereft of his* country When the claims of both were pro- 
perly attend^ to and undevftood, they fubftantiaUy meaat 
the fame thing. 

It might poiSUy be very galling to the coroaiittee to be 
informed ot their duty by the petitioners, but they (bould 
conflder that it was their own fault. He was forry, in one 
fenfe, to behold thofe petitions on the table, ^caufe be 
thought the Houfe, confcious of what ought to be donen 
Jhoufd have prevented the neceflity. What the petitioners 
now demanded, (hould have originated within thefe yniln ^ 
and what now would bear every appearance of force an^ 
compulfion, would then have been received with gratitude 
on one fide, and with credit to the other. They were then 
fitting as the reprefentatives ot the people, and folely for their 
advantage and benefit, and in duty ftood pledged to the peo- 
ple, who were their creators, for the faithful difcharge df 
their truft. 

His honourable friend's motion was, he prefumed, to b^ 
followed up by fubfequent meafures to be framed in the forn^ 
of a bill or bills. What thofe might be he was a to^l 
ftranger to, not having any communication with his learned 
friend on the fubjeft. He had every reafop to fupppfe that 
they would be well fuited to anfwer the defigned purpofe^ 
and would anfwer every end which he propofed. 

Much ftrefs had been laid by the noble Lord, on the fup- 
pofition that the propofition moved by his learned frieiKl did 
not contain the fenfe of the petitions. He was much furprifcd 
to hear the objeftion made ; for, if he underftood the pur- 
port of the petitions, the propofition amounted to a moft full . 
and comprehenfive abftraft of them. The petitions dated 
the dangerous and encreafing influence of the crown ; they 
recommended a reduflion of that influence ; and an enquiry 
into and redudion of the civil lift expenditure. ' What was 
this but an exad; counterpart of the propofition, expreiled 
more at large and in detail ? As to the innueoce complained 
of, it was feen and felt every where, within and without 
that Houfe ; not now and then fluduating and temporaryf 
but fixed, uniforir, and determined. 

No man would fay that the people of England^ both in 
their coitftitiient and coUe&ive capacity, had not a right to 
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petition thfrt Ifdufe ; and were entitled to redrefs when they 
did it in a jpeaceaMe conflitutional manner. The whole c^ 
what they (ought, as he ohferved before, was concentered ii) 
one focus, the propofition now niade by his honourable 
IHend. Indeed the ground of the petitions, at leaft the great 
principle tnaintained in them, had been clearly admitted, el(e 
why the various meafures now in diiFerent ftages of their 
progrefs throu^ that Houfe i On the whde, the alterna- 
tive dated by hts learned friend was perfectly juft and corred ; 
the committee muft agree with the refolution now moved, 
tn at once rejeft the petitions ; if any there were who felt 
themfelves prepared for the latter part of the alternative, he 
wifhed them much joy of going dovm to their conftituems 
with that opinion ; after having voted in that Houfe the al» 
legations made bv many thoufands of the people of England, 
to be falfe and ilUfounded. 

Mr. Peukt faid, he highly approved of the petitions in 
fbme particulars ; among others, that part of them which 
xecomixiended public oeconomy. He thought a general re- 
formation was much wanted ; but he could not approve en« 
tirely of the honourable and learned gentleman's motion, 
becaufe he thought there was not fufficient evidence before the 
Committee for its coming to fuch a refolution. He was fa^* 
tisfied, at the fame time, that the influence of the crown 
was greatly encreafed. In fuch a fituation, therefore, as he 
flood, not regularly informed of the grounds of the faft 
which he was called upon to vote, and yet fati^ed that the 
influence Hated in the propofition exift^d, he could neither 
give it* an affirmative or a negative, and found himfelf con- 
fequently under the neceffity of quitting the. Houfe without 
voting on either fide. 

The Lord Advocate of Scotland fpoke very warmly againft 
the motion. He feemed to fpeak in a ftrain of ftrong irony, 
of the refped the opinion of the honourable and learned gen* 
tieman, who prefided in the chair of that Houfe, was enti- 
tled to upon all occafions, particubrly relative to matters of 
conftitutionai proof, or points known to him in the way of 
his profeilion ; but however great the learned gentleman's 
abilities were, or confeifed to be, or extenfive hts knowledge, 
he looked more to the matter than to the authority of the 
perfon who delivered it. 

He contended, if ever tl|rre was an abSrad propofition* 
the one moved now by the learned gentleman who opened 
the debate, was one ; though the otMr learned geolkmant 
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upon what ground he could not tell, called it a matter of fad j 
and that the ta£l. was* denied, as it was in the prefent iniiance, 
was not. proof neceflkry to the eftablilhing tjie fail: fo ftated ? 
If the propofition coniiftcd of afTertions, having no reference 
to any thing already proved, norconnedled with any intended 
meafure, what could it be called but a mere naked, uncon- 
nedled, abftra<ft propofition ? Idle and unneceflary in itfelf, 
becaufe to be voted for no avowed purpofe, at lead for no 
purpofe fpecifically avowed. 

After having urged this argument in a variety of (hapes, 
he theri obferved, that the prpfent mode of carrying on the 
govern ment of this country had continued the fame exa£lly 
n"om the revolution downwards ; and unlefs fome proof were 
fliewn that an influence, whatever that might be, exiftcd at 
prefent, different from that which was fuppofed to exift in 
former times, the prefent vote would be replete with danger 
to the conftitution, becaufe it would tend to alter the fyftem 
of gevernment, which had been eilablifhed by our forefof. 
thers, and had been approved of and continued through fe- 
veral fucceeding generations. 

It would befides appear, if the prefent refolution be adopted 
by the majority ot the Houfe, at Icaft to the people witSioirt 
doors, that the influence dated in the refolution had originated 
under the prefent adminiftration, ind was daily increafing 
under them, which implied a cenfure of a very fevere nature, 
and called for very found and fubftantial proof to fupport it ; 
whereas if any fuch influence exifled at all, it exifted before 
the prefent miniflers were born, and was fupported by no ar- 
gument even to di(tingiii(h the prefent admin iitration from 
any other during the prefent reign. Confequently, as no 
evidence whatever, more than the opinion of two fpecuFativ^e 
writers, and fome converfalions held without doors by the 
honourable gentleman who framed the motion, dating that 
feveral gentlemen who voted with the minider in this Ijoufp 
held a contrary opinion out of it, as the quedion was an ab- 
ftra6t quedion, founded on no antecedent fa6l, nor pointing 
to no future fpecific meafure publicly avowed ; or if not an' 
abdraft quedion, but a quedion of fa6^, of which no proof 
had been given ; and that fuppofing there had, that the con- 
clufion drawn from th^ premiles were neither connefted with 
nor deducible from them : it was a propofition to which he 
could never giye his affent. He was perfuaded himfelf that 
It was unfounded ; but as no proof had been adduced for or 
againd it^ he thought, according to the rule of parliamentary 
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proceeding, that it ought not to be refolved one way pr the 
pther, but (hould be poftponed. 

He and the learned gentleman on his fide of the Houfe 
-Were called upon by the learned gentleman who moved it, tq 
come forward and oppofe it in a fair, dired, and manly man- 
ner; to give it a dire6l negative, or affirmative ; perhaps if 
he were to follow his own fentiments, he would, have deter- 
mined to do fo ; indeed he did not entertain a fingle doubt 
himfelf on the fubjeft ; but as other gentlemen who difapr 

}>roved of the rcfoluiion as much as he did, might thinlc dif- 
erently of the proper mode of dirp(iring of it, he thought 
it would be niore proper to move the previous queftion. H^ 
was not very converfant in the forms of the Houfe, but he 
underftood fo much, that it was not regwlar to move the prcr 
vioiis queftion in a committee. He would therefore move, 
** that the chairman do leave the chair, and report progrefs, *' 
[a prodigious loud laugh 1 " or that vhe chairman do report 
progrefs, and aik leave to fit again/' fAnother laugh.} 
Here he was whifpered, and prompted by fome of the gentle- 
men on the treafury bench — ** or that you do now leave the 
chair." 

He was informed by Mr. T.Townfliend, and one or two 
incnibers from the other fide, that a motion having been made 
in the committee, no amendmtnt could be moved on that 
motion ; confequently, that he muft either agree with the 
fefolution, by putting a diredl negative, or by moving " that 
the chairman do now leave the chair." — The Lord Advocate 
then moved, after having a fecond time confulted with Lord 
North, " that the chairman do leave the chair." 

Mr. P/// replied, and inftanced the prefent pDfTeffion of 
office by the noble Lord in the blue ribbon, as an indubitable 
proof of the enormous influence of the crown. He aflced 
whether that noble Lord had not loft America ? -Whether he 
had not fpcnt millions of the public money, and wafted rivers 
pf blood of the fubjeds of Great Britain ? And yet, the 
noble Lord, now that the whole country with one voice cried 
out againft, and execrated the American war, held his place. 
To what was this afcribeable, but to the encreafed influence 
of the Crown ? The noble Lord had funk and degraded the 
honour of Great Britain ; the name of an Englifliman was 
now no longer a matter to be proud of; the time had been 
when it was the envy of all the world : it had been the key 
to univerfal refpeft, but the noble Lord had contrived to fink 
it alnaoft beneath contempt. He had rendered his country- 
men and their country despicable in the eyes o{ ^\^\^ c^vV^x 
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power^ He declared, the noble Lord would not have been 
fo long at the head of adminiftration, but for the eflfbrts of 
the oppofition : it was their regular conteft againft the fatal 
meamres that had marked the noble Lord's aidminiftiation, 
which had I^ept the noble Lord in office. 

The whole bufinefs of the minifter, for a feries of yearai*^ 
had been to make excufes, and to devife expedients ; to find 
fupplles from year to year, without inventing any method in 
finance, any fcheme of fupply, comprehcnfive or pennaoentf 
The people would bear taxes, though enormous, when they 
heard of vi£)^ries and an extenfion of commerce and tenrt«> 
tory ; biit' were apt to judge of minifters, not from ii^nious 
excufes made for their conduft either by themfeives or others, 
|)ut from the fuccefs that followed their meafures* 

Mr. Pitt noticed the filence of minifters on the piefent 
qUeftion, and concluded with aflerting, that the influence of 
tne Crown was mod offenfively encreafed. The people of 
England, he faid, faw. it, and were alarmed, lliej had 
expreffed their fenfe of it in their petitions, and b^ged that 
it might lie diminifbed? To comply with that reaueft, was 
the duty of that Heufe, and if fomething efFeauai 'W|» not 
^one tip6n the prefcnt pccafibn, the confequence that might 
fbllow, would protaijly'beiuGh, as the bare thought of made 
him tremble at. 

Lord North fajd, h6 fhould probably be thought inatten- 
tive to what became: hirtlfclf^ and what was due to his own 
charader, if fie did not rife and fay fomething in reply to the 
direft perfonal attack that had been made upon him, and he 
ihould^indoubtedly be deemed wanting in that refpeft. Which 
he owed the committee, If he did not fpeak to the prefent 
queftion, and aflign his reafons for not rifing earlier in the 
courf(s of the debate. As the motion had been made upon its 
own fingle ground, and was, as his learned firiend near him 
had defcribed it, an ab(lra6t propofition, perfeftly inclufive, 
and altogether unconfequential, he had fat filent fo long, in 
order to hear if any thing could be faid in fupport of it, fuf- 
ficlent to juftify the committee in departing from the rule 
long fince eftablifhed by the wifdom of Parliament, never to 
vote ab(lra£t propofitions. In regard to what had been faid 
by the honourable gentleman who fpoke laft, relative tp. his 
condud, he begged the committee to remember that he never' 
had infinuated, that his abilities were equal to his fituation ; 
he had always declared himfelf ready to retire, whenever his 
Sovereign and the public fhould wim it : if, howevern it was 
truei as the honourable gentleman had allc^^, that he was 
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Icept in office by 4)c eflprts of oppefitiofti he cextsanly t^nM 
not but fufpaic b^ pwe4 his continuance in pliK:e to the 
efforts of thofe, who had formerly contended againft t^fi 
rights of the people of Great Britaiii, and who were cow 
purfuing meaftires likely to overturn the conftitution. [Calleil 
to order.} His Lordfhip avowed his words, and tMiOf am I 
to hear my frlf charged as the author of our piefi^ miC^ 
fortunes? ^nd— 

' [JVttnvgentleknen cried acrofs the houfe, ** Yonafo, ymm 
are.'* Others called out, f^ take do^n the woc^/*} <^<Mfi* 
derable confufion enfued^ *' 

Sir ff^tiBmn Mfn^ifh faid, that every man in that Houfe 
had a right to charge the noble Lord as the nuthor of the 
American waTt tnd all its ponfequences. It vasperfe£tljr 
conftitutional and parliamentary fo to do. He told the com- 
mittee that they ^ouM not then take down the If0f4a of the 
noble Zx)rd. 

Lord Noflfh went into an explanation of hif meiming when 
he ufed the words which bad occafioned fo much diftarbanoe, 
and declared he wns very hx from thinking himielf indebted *, 
to oppofitmn for their repeated efforts againft him ; therefbiey 
if it was to be thrown out, that thofe eflSarts had kept him 
in pi6ce« he thought he had a rij^ to fiiy^ it was becaule the 
people at huge confidered them as dangerous to their Itbertiea, 
and dangerous to the conditution. With fq;ard to the Ame- 
rican war, and the various meafuies purfiied relative to it^ 
they were not hismeafures as a minifter,they wereall grounded 
pn a&s of the k^pflature ; feme of' the bills bad ^n pro- 
pofed by him, and fome by otIierSy to which he bad slvtn his 
confent in common with the majority of the reprefentatives 
of the people. In propofing and confenting to thofe bills, 
he had a£lcd as a member of Parliament, and as fuch only 
was refponfible. His LordCbioy after fettling this point, 
proceeded to. examine the do6trme laid down by Mr. Dun-^ 
ning in his opening fpeech, as a proof of the prevailing in* 
fluence of the Crown, and particularly anfwercd the charges 
relative to the Eaft-India Company, the new loan, and the 
cuftoms. With refpeft to the firft, he had repeatedly dif- 
avowed having either acquired, or defired to acqui£e,,^y 
patronage. The fad. was fo, but he was perfe£)tly>awarc, 
that let him fay what he would refpefting it, gentlemen of 
the other fide would not give him credit for his aiSertion. As 
to the new loan, his conftant cuftom was to^take down the 
names of all who offered to fubfcribe^ and ultimately to make 
a fairdiftribution of the whole, aIlGU\tv%lot.^cJ2i\iV^^\«%«^- 
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tion as far as the fum would go, without any other diftinc-^ 
lion, than that of giving the preference to thofe, who were 
at all times moft ready to aflTift government with their money, 
and this diftindion he held to be fair and due to thofe, in 
?Hrhofe favour it was made. As to thecuftoms, about which 
the honourable gentleman had {tid fo much, and had aflced 
whether our trade was increafed, as new fearchers had been 
appointed, he could only fay, that if we were to judge by th« 
bufmefs of. the cuftom-houfe, it was very greatly encreafed. 
The new fearchers had been appointed, not as the honour- 
able gentleman had imagined, as a wanton inftance of the 
power of influence, but- on the repeated fuggeftion made to 
the treafury-board by the commiffioners appointed to fuper- 
intend the bufinefs of the cuftoms, that more fearchers were 
neceffary, and that the duty of the cuftom-houfe could not 
be conveniently carried on without an additional number. 
Having fully explained thefe matters, his Lordfliip (hewed 
that many parliamentary meafures were then in agitation, 
all of which were grounded on ^he petitions upon the table ; 
he mentioned his own bill for a commiflion of accounts; 
Mr. Burke's bill for reforming the civil eftabli(hment ; the 
contractors bill that had palfed the Commons, and others; 
trhence he argued, that precipitately to take further fteps on 
the ground of the petitions was equally unneceflary anc) 
improper. 

Mr. Pitt replied, and faid, that when he had thrown out, 
that the noble Lord had been indebted to the efforts of thofe 
gentlemen with whom he a6led, ft ^r his long continuance in 
office, he thought he had fpoken very intelligibly. That 
what he alluded to, was ah idea which he really entertained, 
that if the noble Lord had pUrfued other and wifer meafures, 
he would not have been continued in place. The line fol- 
lowed by the noble Lord was, he was pcrfeSy aware, the 
only line that could procure him favour in a certain quarter, 
and had he a6ted with a greater deference to the opinions of 
thofe who had oppofed him, v/hich opinions had been as 
uniformly fan<Sified by fnbfequent events, as the noble Lord's 
meafures had failed of fucctfs, he verily believed the noble • 
Lord would long iince have been obliged to retire. Mr. Pitt 
entered into a moft fevere anicnadverfion upon the whole con- 
,dii6l of adminiftration for a feries of years paft, mentioning 
the want, of foreign alliances, the infufficiency of naval 
ftrength, &c. &c. and declaring, that the noble Lord's name 
was the fubjed of contempt and ridicule in every court in 
Europe. 
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General Conway denied that the Houfe had no right to vote 
abftrad propofitions. He faid, they might vote them when- 
ever they chofe it, and by an inftance from the reign of King 
William, proved that they had voted them, and that, where 
the matter was immediately an abftraft propofition, which 
he contended the prefent motion was not, becaufe it was to 
be found exprefsly ftated in the petitions, and was confefledly^ 
defigned 10 be the ground of other refolntions, incompli- 
ance with the prayers of the people. The General gave it 
as his opinion, that the influence of the crown had encreafed 
of late, and that to an alarming extent ; he therefore fliould 
vote for the motion. 

Sir Horace Mann made a (hort fpeech in favour of the 
motion, declaring that though by his having propofed the 
petition from the county of Kent, reprobating committees 
of alFociation and correfpondence, it might be thought that 
he was not as ready to comply with the prayer of the peti- 
tions as others, no man in that Houfe thought thofe peti- 
tions better founded, nor was more firmly convinced that 
the influence of the crown had encreafed, and ought to be 
diminiftied. 

Governor Pownall faid, he had obferved that the objedlions 
made to the propofition, now offered to the confideration of 
the committee, turned wpon arguments drawn from the im- 
propriety of the proceeding. Firft, as the motion brought 
a mere abftraft propofition forward, to be difcufled by the 
committee ; and fecopdly-, as it. was propofed to come to a 
refolution upon the matter, in order to report from that com- 
mittee to th^ Houfe fuch an abftrafl propofition, neither of 
which were agreeable to parliamentary debate, nor to the 
proceeding of the Houfe. Thefe objedlions were groundlefs, 
both in the reafon and nature of the bufmefs, and in the aflual 
matter of fa£l : in the firft place, the propofition was not an 
abftraft propofition detached* from matter and bufinefs. — It 
was drawn from the petitions, in every one of which it would 
be found, and was there in thofe petitions of the people, as 
an allegation of fa6t, on which they grounded the prayer of 
their petitions. It was an allegation of the people of Eng- 
land, as to a faflt which the honourable and learned gentle- 
man had moved the committee, upon confideration, to agree 
with the people in, as the ground to proceed, agreeable to 
their petitions, in the redrefs of grievances. That the thus 
drawing out from the petitions, the fenfe of the petitioners, 
in order to make declaration of that fenfe of the people to ths 
Houfe, was f© far from bciog conlurj \o t^^ ^\Qc^«i^vcv^t& 
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Farltatnent, that it nvas a proceeding conlbrmablc to a ta(e 
dir^Sljr in point to the minuteft initance, as that cafe and 
proceedings ftood in the journals of the Houfe. 

There never was, he faid, but one period when there were 
fo many petitions of this fort preferred to the Houfe, as at 
prefent ; that was now juft one hundred and forty years 
ago. In the. year 1640, there were petitions of this kind 
preferred in this manner to the Houfe. If indead, he faid, 
of fuffering ourfelves to be told, that we are now going on 
cootrary to the proceedings of the Houfe, we look to the 
precedent of that time, we fhall find that the Houfe, on 
the loth of November, appointed a committee " To 
draw out of the petitions prefented to the Houfe, fome 
fuch declaration as may be a fair reprefi^ntation of the 
fcnfe of the petitioners."^ He fpoke, he faid, from me- 
mory, he fancied pretty near the matter, and would 
tiot give the clerk the trouble to fetch the journal, nor 
to read it. Now, faid he, what the honourable and 
learned gentleman has done, is exadly and minutely 
conformable to this precedent. He has drawn his pro* 
pofition out of the petitions, and propofed to the com* 
mitteetocome to a refolution upon it, in order to report 
it to the Houfe for their concurrence with the fenfe and 
allegations of the petitions of the people, to be there 
taken by the Houfe, as a proper ground for their proceed* 
ings. 

He ventured, therefore, to afTert, that the committee 
would hear no more of thefe objections, of the propofition 
being a mere abdrad one ; nor of the proceeding of the 
committee being contrary to the ufual mode of proceeding 
m Parliament. 

The Attorney General oppofed the motion ; but with rte- 
fpefl: to his learned friend [the Lord Advocate] he did not 
underftand what he meant, when he moved for the chair- 
man to leave the chair, that the bufinefs fliould not be 
refumed at another opportunity. ^^ believed his learned 
friend did not intend any fuch thing as that of putting 
an end to the confideration of the petitions, but that his 
motion was merely in the nature of a motion to poft- 
pone it. 

Lord Ongley fpoke in (iipport of the original motion. 

Mr. Tttr/f^r fpoke to the lame effcdt, a lull juftification of 
committees and affociations. 

The l,9rd Aduocdtt faid, be by no means wifhed to put 
an end to tJie buiinds » but would ntliortiiat it flK^tild come 
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on agaiSf at a fulyre opportunity. He wouM therefore de- 
fire to withdraw his motion lor the chairman to leave the 
chatr. 

After fome debate, leave was given accordingly ; a^id the 
Lord Advocate then moved, by way of amendment to the 
main motion, that there Ihould be inferted, after the word 
committee, " That it is neceffary to declare." The main 
queftion was thereupon thus, ^^ That it is neceflary to de- 
clare, that the influence of the crown has increafed, is i»- 
creaGng, and ought to be diminifhed." 

Mr. Fox faid, he could have no objedion to this amend- 
ment ; for if gentlemen fhould tiunk it neceffary to declare 
it, they would not refufe to fay that the influence of the 
crown had increafed, 9^ ought to be diminifhed. The ho- 
nourable gentleman averredf that no former reign whatever 
had brought fo many diftreffes upon the people as the pre- 
fent one ; and infifled upon it, that unlefs the motion (hould 
be agreed to, not only the committee^ but the Houfe^ 
ihould never fit again. 

At twelve o'clock the committee divided. For Mr. Dua- 
ning's motion two hundred and thirty-three : againfl it two 
hundred and fifteen ; majorky 18. 

Mr. Dunning made his next motion, which was, ** That 
it is the opinion of this committee, that it is competent to 
this House to examine into, and to corre6l abufes in the ex- 
penditure of the civil lift revenues, as well as in every other 
))ranch of the public revenue, whenever it fhall feem expe- 
dient to the wiidom of this Houfe fo to do." 

Mr. Rigly oppofed the motion ; faid it was one of the 
curiofities of the prefent age to fee a minifter in the mino- 
rity. He faid he had intended to have made a motion, 
which was, ** That it was unjuft in Parliament to diminifh 
the civil lift revenue, without proof of fome abufe of it ;" 
and this fecond motion of Mr. JPunning's was not at all io- 
confiftent with it. 

Mr. Burie rallied Mr. Rigby a good deal upon his curio- 
fity ; he alfo thought the nginifter a curiofity, but he was 
more fit for the Britiih Muf^m, than the Britifh H^ule of 
Commons. 

Lord North exprcfFcd his wifhes very fbfongly, that the 
committee would not go on. 

Lord George Gordon ff»oke: after whieli the qtieftion Was 
called for, and 4ie motion waa agreed l# without a di- 
vifion* 
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" Hon. 71 Piu made the third motion in the committee^ 
which was, <* That it is the opinion of this committee^ 
that it is the duty of this Houfe to provide, as far as may 
be, an immediate and efFeSual redrefs of the abufes 
complained of in the petitions prefented to this Hojfe^ 
from the different counties, cities, and towns in this king-^ 
dom." 

Lord North again implored the Houfe not to proceed* 
No ^other objedtion being made to the motion, it paflcd 
unanimoufly. 

It was then moved by Mr. Fox, for the faid refolntions 
to be immediately reported to tlie Houfe, which was op^ 
pofed by Lord North, as violent, arbitrary, and un- 
ufual, but was, notwithftanding, agreed to by the Houfe s 
and Mr. Hufley reported accordingly. That the com- 
mittee had come to the faid refolutioQS feverally. It was 
then 

Refolved by the Houfe, 

That this report be now received. The report was then 
made by Mr. Huflfey, and read and agreed to by the 
Houfe. 

Mr. Rigiy then moved far the Houfe to adjourn to tOr 
morrow, but it was carried for the Houfe to adjourn to 
the loth. 

The Houfe fat till half paft one o'clock in the morn* 
ing. 

A LIST OF THE DIVISION. 

For the Motion, 

Lord Ongley Bedfordfliire 

Earl of Upper OflTory Ditto 

Samuel Whitbread Bedford 

Sir William Wake Ditto 

John Elwes Berkfliire 

H.W.Hartley Ditto 

Fr. Annefly Reading 

Horn Auguftus Keppel Windfor 

Hon. John Montagu Ditto 

Earl Verney Buckinghamfhire 

Thomas Greriville Ditto 

James Grenville Buckingham 

Robt. Waller Wycombe 

Joh« 
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John Aubrey 

Sir J. Borlafe Warren 

William Clayton 

William Drake,- jun. 

William Drake 

Benjamin Keene 

Richard Croftes 

Sir Robert Cotton 

J. Crewe 

Rd. WlK Bootle 

Sir W. Lemon 

Edward Elliot . 

Samuel Salt 

George Bofcawcn 

George Hunt 

j. Amyand 

Philip Dehaney 

Sir James Lowthcr 

Henry Fletcher 

Walt. Spe. Stanhope 

James Adair 

Lord George Cavendifh 

Lord Frederick Cavendxfli 

Dan. Parker Coke 

John Parker 

J. W. Rolle 

Robert Palke 

Lord Vifcount Howe 

Richard Hopkins 

Humphrey Minchin 

Sir George Yonge 

J. E. Wilmot 

Sir Philip Jennings Clerke 

James Amyatt 

Hon. Richard Fitzpatrick 

Sir Charles Bampfylde 

Humphry Sturt 

George Pitt 

Chafm Grove 

George Rous 
Hans William Mortimer 
Jolhua Maiiger 
Sir Thomas^Clavering 
Vol. XVU. 



*Aylefl)ury 

Marlow * = 

Ditto 
Ditto 

Agmondefham 
Cambridge ' " . 
Univerfity 
Chefliire 
Ditto 

Chefter v ''• 

Cornwall 

Ditto . . 

Lefkeard 
Truro 
Bodmin 
Camel ford 
St. Ives 
Cumberland 
Ditto 
CarliQe 
Cockermouth 
Derbyfhire 
Derby 
Ditto 

Devonftire 
Ditto 
Afliburton 
Dartmouth 
Ditto 

Oakhampton . 
Honiton 
Tiverton 
Totnefs 
Ditto 
Taviftock 
Exeter 
Dorfetlhire 
Ditto 
Weymouth and Melcombe 

Regis 
Shaftefbiiry - 
Ditto 
Poole 
Durham — 
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John Temped 

John Lambton 

Sir George Savile 

Edwin Lafcelles 

Lord John Cavendifli 

Charles Turner 

William Baker 

Sir James Pennyman 

G. F. Tuffncll 

fieilby Thompfon 

Hon. T. L. Watfon 

LordGeorgeHenryCavendiOi 

Savile Finch 

William Weddell 

Daniel Lafcelles 

Henry Pierfc 

William Norton 

Charles Dundafs 

Charles Lawrence 

Earl Tyrconnel 

Sir Thomas Frankland 

Thomas Frankland 

David Hartley 

John Luther 

Sir William Cuife 

Sir William Cordington 

J. Martin 

Charles Barrow 

Sir George Cornewall 

John Scudamore 

William Plumer 

Thomas Halley 

JohnRadcliffe 

Earl Lpdlow 

Hon* Charles Mariham 

Thomas Knight 

Robfcrt Gregory 

Sir Horace Man 

Richard Milles 

Thomas Stanley 

ILord Richard Cavendifli 

Sir Geor^ Warren 

General Burgoyne 

Sir William Meredith 

Richard Penant 



Durham 

Ditto 

Ebor 

Ditto 

York 

Ditto 

Aldborough 

Beverley 

Ditto 

Heyden 

Ditto 

Knarefborough 

Malton 

Ditto 

Northallerton 

Ditto 

Richmond 

Ditto 

Rippon 

Scarborough 

Thirflc 

Ditto 

Hull . 

EflTcx 

Gloucefterfliird, 

Tewkefbury 

Ditto 

Gloucefter 

Herefordfhirc 

Hereford 

Hertfordfliirc 

Ditto 

St. Albans 

Huntingdonfliire 

Kent 

Ditto 

Rochefter 

Maidftone 

Canterbury 

Lancafhire 

Lancaiter 

Ditto 

Prefton 

Liverpool 

Ditto 
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Thomas Lyfter 

Sir John Palmer 

J. P.Hungerford 

Hon. Booth Grey 

John Darker 

Sir John Thorold 

Charles Anderfon Pelham 

Lord Lumley 

John Wilkes 

Thomas -Wood 

John Sawbridgc 

Frederick Bull 

George Hayley 

John Haiibury 

John Morgan 

Sir Edward Aftley 

Thomas Wenman Coke 

Hon. Thomas Walpole 

Cferiftp. Molineux 

Thomas Powes 

Lucy Knightly 

Richard Benyon 

Sir George Robinfon 

Hon. WiTbraham Tollemache 

Fred. Montagu 

Sir William Middleton 

Sir Matthew White Ridley ' 

Sir John Trevelyan 

Jacob Wilkinfon 

Lord Edward Bentinck 

Charles Meadows 

Sir William Howe 

Sir Cecil Wray 

Lord Vifcount Wenman 

Sir Roger Newdigate 

Thomas Noel 

Noel Hill 

William Pulteney 

John Corbet 

Hugh Pigot 

Thomas Whitmorc 

Sir H. Bridgeman 

George Forrefter 

R. H. Coxe 

Jldward Phillips * 



Clitherce 
Leicefterlhire 
Ditto 
Leicefter 
Ditto 

Lincolnfliire 
Ditto 
Lincoln 
Middlefex 
Ditto 
London 
Ditto 
Ditto 

Monmouthfliire 
Ditto 
Norfolk 
Ditto 
Lynn 
Ditto 

Northamptonfliire 
Ditto 

Peterborough 
Northampton 
Ditto 

Higham Ferrers 
Northumberland 
Newcat^de 
Ditto 
Berwick 
Nottinghamfliire 
Ditto 

Nottingham 
£. Retford 
Oxon 
Univcrfity 
Rutlandfhirc 
Shropfliire 
Shrewsbury 
Ditto 

Bridgenortb 
Ditto 
Wenlock 
Ditto 

Somerfetlhire 
Ditto 
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Hon. Temple LuttrcU 

Clement Tudway 

Robert Child 

Benjamin Allen 

Thomas Pownall 

Edmund Burke 

Henry Cruger 

Alexander Popham 

Jervoife Clarke Jervoife 

Sir H. St. John 

Robert Kingfmill . 

Edward Morant 

Sir J. G. Griffin ' 

Benjamin Lethieullicr 

Lord Middleton 

Right Hon. Tho Townlhend 

Sir Abraham Hume 

Lord Irnham 

Hon. James Luttrell 

J. Fleming 

Sir John Wrottefley 

Hugo Meynell 

George Anfon 

.Sir Ger. Vanneck 

T. Staunton 

Sir Patrick Blake 

Right Hon. H. S. Conway 

Sir Chiarles Davers 

Sir Jofeph Mawbey 

James Scawen 

Sir Robert Clayton 

The Speaker 

Nat. PolhiU 

Lord George Lennox 

Sir Henry Gough 

Thomas Thoroton 

Charles Goring 

Thomas Edwards Frteman 

Filmer Honeywood 

Sir Thomas Miller 

Thomas Hay 

Hon. W. Keppel 

G. L. Newenham 

Sir Thomas Skip with 

Sir Michael le Fleming 



Milbourne Port 

Wells 

Ditto 

Bridgewater. 

Minehead 

Briftol 

Ditto 

Taunton 

Hampfhire 

Ditto 

Yarmouth 

Lymington 

Andover 

Ditto 

Whitchurch 

Ditto 

Petersfield 

Stockbridge 

Ditto 

Southampton 

Staffordfhire 

StafFord 

Litchfield 

Dunwich 

Ipfwich 

Sudbury 

Bury 

Ditto 

Surrey 

Ditto 

Bletchingly 

Guildford 

South wark 

Suffex 

Brambex 

Ditto 

Shoreham 

Steyning 

Ditto 

Lewes 

Dito 

Chichefter 
Arundel 
Warwick (hire 
Weftmorelan4 
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James Lowther 
Philip Honywood 
Hon. Edward Fqley 
Sir John Rufhoiit 
Hon* Andrew Foley 
Edward Winninglon 
J. Walih 

Thomas Bates Rous 
Charles Penruddock 
Ambrofe Goddard 
Rt. Hon. Ifaac BarrS 
John Dunning 
Samuel Marfli 
Hon. Charles Fox 
J. Dawkins 
Thomas Pitt 
Pinkney Wilkinfon 
William A'Court A(he 
Samuel Eftwick 
Robert Scott 
Lord George Gordon 
John Trevannion 
Charles Brett 
WlHiam Nedham 

Lord Balkeley 
Sir Hugh Williams 
Charles Morgan 
Afliton Smith 
Glynn Wynne 



_ Westmoreland 
Appleby 
Worcefterfliire 
tvefham 
Droitwich 
Ditto 
Worcefter 
Ditto 
Wiltftiiife 
Ditto 
Calne 
Ditto 

Chippenham 
Malmfbury 
Hindon 
Old Sarum 
Ditto 

Heytefbury 
Weftbury 
Wotton BalTet 
Luggerlhall 
Dover 
Sandwich 
Winchelfea 
fVales. 

Anglefea 
Beaumaris ' 
Brecon (hire 
Carnarvonlhirc 
Carnarvon 



Sir Watkin Williams Wynne Denbighfhire 



Sir Roger Moftyn 

Wat. Williams 

E. L. Vaughan 

George Venables Vernon 

Sir Herb. Mack worth 

Hugh Owen 

Hugh Owen 



George Dempfter 

Sir Lawrence Dundas 

John Johnftone. 

Sir Gilbert Elliot 

Thoma^ Dundas 

23^ Teller, George Byng 



Flintfliire 
Flint • 

Merionethfhir6 
Glamorganftiire 
Cardiff 

Pembrokefliire 
Pembroke 
Scotland. 

St. Andrew's; 
Edinburgh 
Kinghorne, &c; 
Roxburgh flrire 
* Sterlingftiirci • 
Wigau 
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J.Dodd 
John Mayor 
Sir Robert Barker 
J. Cater 
Ant. Bacon 
Hen« Drummond 
Thomas Dummer 
Sir Sampfon Gideon 
J. Buller 
£dw. Gibbon 
Thomas Potter 
Bamber Gafcoyne 
Sir James Laroche 
F. C. Cuft 
Hen. Strachey 
John Buller 
William Greaves 
Sir William James 
3. Rogers 

Rd. Alworth Neville 
Sir Ralph Payne 
Sir George Ofborne 
William Chaytor 
Lord New borough 
Lord Shiildham 
Benjamin Langlois 
James Peachy 
Francis Hale 
John Stevenfon 
Richard Butl 
John Frederick 
Earl Nugent 
Hugh Bofcawen 
William Skrine 
George Stratton 
Anthony Storer 
Charles Boone 
Richard Vernon 
Lord Vis. Lewifham 
Sir Charles Hardy 
Sir H. F. Drake 
J. Durand 
William Fullarton 
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Reading 
Abingdon 
Wallingford 
Ditto 
Aylefbury 
Wendover 
Ditto 

Cambridgefhire 
Launceflon 
Le/keard 
Ledwitheil 
Truro 
Bodmin 
Helfton 
Saltafh 
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Ditto 
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Ditto 

Grampound 
Camefford 
Penryn 
Ditto 
St. Ives 
Fowey 

St. Germain's 
Ditto 

St. Mitchel 
Ditto 
Newport 
Ditto 
St. Maws 
Ditto 
Callington 
Ditto 
Carlifle 
Ashburton 
Oaxhampton 
Plymouth 
Ditto 
Beeralfton 
Plympton 
Ditto 
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Right Hon. Richard Rigby 
William Devaynes 
William Ewer 
Hon. Henry Fane 
Right Hpn. Welbore Ellis 

Gabriel Stewart 

John Purling 

Chriftopher D'Oyley . 

John Jenkinfon' 

John Bond 

Hon. William Hanger 

Charles Mellifli 

/Lord Robert Manner^ 

Hon. Rich. Savage Naflau 

J. Strut t 

Hon. Geo. Aug. North 

T. B. Chefter 

J. Whitflied 

Samuel Blackweli 

G. Aug. Selwyn 

Right Hon. Thomas Harley 

SirR. Symohds 

Jliord Vifcount Bateman 

Frederick Cornewall 

John St. Lcger Douglas 

' Bayntun 

Sir Richard Sutton 

John Calvert 
,ord Hinchinbrokc 
Sir George WombweU 
Finch Hatton 
Sir Charles Frederick 
Sir William Rawlinfon 
Hon. Charles Finch 
Lord Newhaven 
Sir Thomas Egerton 
Afhton Curzon 
Sir George HiPward, K.B. 
Henry Cecil 
Peregrine Cuft 
Robert Vyner 
Lord Maiden 
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Taviftock 

Exeter 

Dorchefter 

Lyme 

Weymouth and Melcotne 

Regis 
Ditto 
Ditto 

Warehara ^ 

Corfe Caftle 
Ditto 

Aldborough 
Pomfrct 
Hull 
Maiden 
Ditto 
Harwich 
Gloucederfliire 
Cirenceftcr 
Ditto 
Gloucefler 
HerefordOxirc 
Hereford 
Leominftcr 
Ditto 
Weobly 
Ditto 

St. Alban's 
Hertford 
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Huntingdon 
Rochcfter 
Queenborough 
Ditto 
Maidftpne 
Canterbury 
Lancafliire 
CUtheroe 
Stamford 
Ditto 
Grantham 
Lincoln 
Wcftminllcr 

Sir 
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SirT. Stepney 


Monmouth 


Hon* Charles Fitzroy 


Thetford 


Robert Mack reth 


Caftle Rifing 


John Chet. Talbot 


Ditto. 


Edv/ard Bacon 


Norwich 


Matthew Wildbore 


Peterborough 


Timothy Cafwall 


Brackley 


William Egerton 


Ditto 


Peter Delme 


Morpeth 


J. W. Egerton 
Lord J. P. Clinton 


Ditto 


E. Retford 


Lord Charles Spencer 


Oxon" 


Francis Page 


Univerfity 


Lord Robert Spencer 


Oxford 


William Eden • 


Woodftock 


Lord Parker 


Ditto 


Lord North 


Banbury 


Charles Baldwin 


Sh'ropfhire 


LordClive 


. Ludlow 


Alexander Wcdderburne 


' Bifhop's Caftic 


William Cliye - 


Ditto 


0. S. Brereton 


Ivelchefter 


Nathaniel Webb 


Ditto 


Charley Wolfeley-. 


Milbourne Port 


Hon. Ann Poulet 


Bridgewater 


John Sebright 


Bath 


Henry Fownes Luttrell 


Minehead 


Henry Penton 


Winchefter 


Lovell Stanhope 


Ditto 


General Monckton 


Portfmouth 


Sir William Gordon 


Ditto ' 


Sir Richard Worfley 


Newport 


Hans Sloane » 


Ditto 


Charles Ambler 


Newton 


! Ldward Manx Worfky 


Ditto 


] ames Worfley 
ames Harris 


Yarmouth 


Chriftchufch 


'.Fuller 


Southampton 


Sir William Bagot 


StafFordfhire 


Richard Whitworth 


Stafford 


Thomas De Grey ■ 


Tamworth 


Anthony Chamier 


Ditto 


Lord Trentham 


Newcaftle 



Thomas 
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Thomas Gilbert 

Rowland Holt 

Barne Barne 

Lord Beauchamp 

Hon, Robt. Conwsjy 

Richard Combe 
. Martin Fonnereau 

R. B. Phillipfon 

Hon. J. St. John 

William Adam 

Robert Mayne 

Peter Burrell 

Sir Charles Cocks 

George Onflow 

James Wallace 

John Ord 

Hon. Hen. Sqrmour Conway 

Lord George Germain 

Hon. Charles Greville 

Hon. Robt. Greville 

J. B. Holroyd 

Lord Weftcote 

James Sutton 

Hon. J. Brud^nell and Sir J. 

Long 
Sir Ed. Bayntum 
William Strahan 
J. Dewar 
J. Macpherfon 
Archibald Macdonald 
Hon. W. Gordon 
Hon. T. Wenman 
Hon. Henry St^John 
Lord Mel borne 
Charles Herbert 
Sir Philip Hales 
Robert Shaftoe 
Lord Cranborne 

. Cinjue 
John Hennicker 
Rt. Hon. Charles Jentinfon 
Lord Vifc. Palmerftone 
Sir Charles Famaby 
William Evelyn 



Litchfield 

SuiFolk 

Dunwich 

Orford 

Ditto 

Aldborough 

Ditto 

Eye 

D'itto 

Gatton 

Ditto 

Haflemere . 

Ryegate 

Guilford 

Horfham 

Midhurft 

Ditto 

Grinfted 

Warwick 

Ditto 

Coventry 

Bewdley 
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Marlborough 
Chippenham 
Malmfbury 
Crickkde 
Ditto 
Hindoo 
Heytefbury 
Weftbury • 
Wotton Baflet 
Luggerftiall 
Wilton 
Downton 
Ditto 
Bedwin 
Ports. 
Dover 
Haftings 
Ditto 
Hithe 
Ditto 
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Sir Edward Dering Romney 

Richard Jackfon Ditto 

Hon.Tho. Onflow Rye 

Wm. Dickenfon Ditto 

Philip Stephens Sandwich 

Lord Vif. Gage Seaford 

George Medley Ditto 

Charles Woliran Cornwall Winchelfca 



Sir Charles Gould 
Lord Lifburne 
Thomas Johnes, junior 
John Vaughan 
John Adams 
Whitfhed Keenc 
Lord Kcnfington 
Thomas Johaes, fenior 
Edward Lewis 



Sir Ad. Ferguffon 

Adam Livingflone 

Sir J. Pattcrion 

Adam Drummond 

Sir Archibald Edmonftone 

Sir Robt. Laurie 

Henry Dundas 

Francis Charteris 

Lord Wijliam Gordon 

Staates Long Morris 

R. Henderfon 

Earl of Panmure 

William Nifbett 

Lord Adam Gordon 

William Stewart 

Andrew Stewart 

Sir W. Aug. Cunninghame 

John Campbell 

Sir James Cockburne 

Hon. James Murray 

Hon. J. S. M'Kenzie 

Hon. r red. Stuart 

J. Craufurd 

Lord Fred. Campbell 

Hon. Jameg Wemys 
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Brecon 

Cardiganfhire 
Cardigan 
Carmarthonibire 
Carmarthen 
Montgomery 
Haverfordweft 
Radnorfliire 
Radnor 
Scotland, 

Airfhire 

Argylefliire 

Berwickihire 

Brechin, &c. 

Dunbartonfbire 

Dumfriesftiire 
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J. Grant Tayn, &c. 

Sir H. W. Daihwood Wigtown 

Teller, John Robinfon, Harwich. 
April 10. 

Mr. Hartley gave notice that on Tuefdajr ne)jt he fliould 
bring forward nis propofitions refpe£ling the ftate of the 
war ; that be had thought it a motion proper to make, but^ 
from information he hadl^tely received, it was now abfolute* 
ly neccflary. As a motion, it not only concerned the welU 
being, but the very being of this country. 

Governor Pffwnall called upon him, and begged, that if 
his motion was of the importance he (aid it was, he would 
be explicit, and fay what it was ; that he woiild not bring 
matters of fuch importance fuddenly upon the Houfe,ana 
gentlemen unprepared to give it a due confideration. He 
did not fpeak for himfelf ; for that the honourable gentleman 
could brine no matter forward in which he did not conceive 
himfelf fully prepared ; but that he fpoke for the reft of 
the Houfe, who might not have had the fame opportunity 
that he had. 

General Conivay alfo called upon him to fay what his mo- 
tion was, and whether he meant that part of the war refpeS* 
ing America ? That this country was brought into fuch i\U 
ficulties and perplexities by that war, that he did not fee how 
it was polTible to extricate ourfelves, unlefs fome meafures 
were taken that (hould firft put an end to tliat war, and there* 
fore he hoped that the matter might not be delayed t^l Tuet 
day, but that it might come on the firft open day. 

Mr. Hartley explained that the principal part of his propo- 
fitions did refpeft the American war, and the confideratidn 
of fuch means as might lead to Peace, but at prefent did not 
chufc to open what the purport of them were. 

Governor P<wt;«^// replied, that he did not mean to interfere 
with the honourable gentleman, or to take any thing out of 
his hand ; but that if he did not precifely and direoly make 
fome propofitions that (hould lead to peace with America, he 
took that opportunity to give notice that he would propofe to 
the Houfe fome matters that might become preliminaries 
whereon to ground a negociation of peace ; and that he would 
propofe nothing which he would not undertake to execute. 

Sir Philip Jennings Gierke moved, ** that there (hould [be 
laid before the Houfe a complete return of the army, made 
up to the laft month." 

A debate being likely to take place upon this motion, 
Mr. Byngj though he had no kind of objeaion to it| reprc- 
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fented the more important bufinefs there was before the Houfe^ 
meaning the adjourned confideration of the petitions on their 
table, and therefore fubmitted it to the judgement of the 
honourable member, whether it would not be better: to defer 
the bufinefs he had entered upon, and wait a more conve- 
nient opportunity for introducing it* 

• The Secretary at War faid, he could not by any means 
confent to the motion , as an account of the army being laid 
before the Houfe, and therefore made public, could tend 
only to inform our enemy of the military ftrength of this 
country; the queftion had, he faid, been frequently made, 
and as frequently reje£led, as extremely improper and in- 
judicious. 

Mr. Byng propofed to get rid of it by moving the order of 
the day. 

Lord North objefted to this, confidering it to be of the 
nature of a previous queftion, and that the Houfe would, 
fhould it be negatived, be obliged to return again to the mo- 
tion for a lift of the army. His Lordftiip pronounced it 
highly improper to agree with the requifition contained in 
the queftion, and was of opinion, that as it miift be contrary 
to the fenfc of the Houfe, the fooner it fhould be^ 'decided 
upon, the better it would be. 

Sir Philip Jennings Gierke ohkrvcd, that he did not wifll 
by any means to obftru<3: the order of the day, and would 
very readily withdraw the mStion he had made, if the noble 
Lord," or Secretary at War, would promife to the Houfe, 
that the expence of the army fliould not exceed the money 
voted for that particular fervice. 

The Secretary at War gave the Houfe to underftand, that 
as far as his knowledge went, the charge of the army would 
not be more than the amount of the money ordered for it. 
The converfation was therefore given up by both fides of the 
Houfe. 

Sir William Meredith then called the attention of the 
Houfe to an event for which he hoped there was no founda- 
tion in fa6l ; he hoped it was an idle, vague, and groundlefs 
ftory, fabricated to injure government, and therefore he 
wiihed to hear a full and flat contradi£lion to it from the . 
great officers in the war department. The report was, that 
upon the aflcmbling of the citizens of Weftminfter, orders, 
had been ifTued to double the King's guard, and furnilh theilt 
with fix rounds of powder and ball ; and that a great quan- 
tity of ammunition was fent to the guard rooms ; that the 
third regiment of guards was muftered at the barracks, prou 
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vided likewife with,fix rounds of powder and ball, and kept 
under arms till late at night, and that ihey were told they 
muft go to the Parliament Hotife. 

Sir William wiflied to know if fuch orders were given > 
what grounds there were for pofleffing the King's mind with 
ie^rs and appreheniions from the mere circumftance of ci- 
tizens aflemblitig in a legal manner, and for a condittitional 
purpofe ; and whether it might not be expeded, that if the 
citizens were to meet again, they would not, in turn, come 
pireparisd with necefllary arms for their defenc^, now thejr 
knew that the third regiment of guards was to be drawn out 
againft them. 

Mr. Jinkinfon denied that any order went from his bffice^ 
either for doubling the guard, or. calling out the third regi- 
ment ; but that if any civil magiflrate had fuggefted to th6 
King's Minifters the danger or apprehenfion of a riot, he 
thought the orders very proper. 

Sir Richard Wrottefley denied that any fuch orders had been 

fiven ; and Sir George Ofborne faid that no unufual order* 
ad been given. 

Mr. Dunning took up the matter with great warmth, and 
obferved, that the manner in which Mr. Jenkinfbn had 
denied that the orders went from his office, but not denying 
that fuch orders aftually went, at the fame time juftifying the 
orderji, if given, convinced him, that fuch orders did really 
ifTue from fome other office ; that he wifhed to bring that 
minifter to light who filled the King's mind with an appre- 
henfion of danger from an affembly of loyal and free citizens,' 
who in expreffing their zeal for defending the liberties of 
Eogliflimen, thought they were manifefting in the beft man- 
ner pbflible their duty to their fovereign. 

Sir John Griffin defended the horfe guards, but Sir Wil- 
liam Meredith affured him they were not included in the 
orders. 

The order of the day was then called for, and at fix o'clock 
the Houfe refolved itfelf into a committee, Mri Hufley in 
the chair, for the further confideration of the petitions oA 
the table. 

Mr. Dnnning moved, " That it is the opinion of this 
committee, that, in order to fecure the independence of 
Parliament, and obviate all fufpicionsof its purity, that with- 
in feven days after the meeting of Parliament, every feffion, 
there be laid before this Houfe, by the proper officer, an ac- 
. count •fall monies paid out of the civil lifl:, or any part of 
the public revenue to or for the ufe, or *\u uwft.loi ?LT\^,m^vxv- 
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bcr of Parliament fince the laft recefsi by every pcrfbn who 
Ihall have paid the fame/' 

Mr. Dunning after faying however clear the Houfe might 
be as to the reality of the charge, ti)ere was out of doors a 
fufpicion and an imputation brought adually home to the 
Houf« of grofs and corrupt venality arifing from the undiie 
influence of the crown within thofe walls. It became ncceC- 
fary for the Houfe to purge itfelf from fuch fufpicl-ons, which ' 
could only be proved by its being publicly known what mo-* 
ney did find its way into the pockets of members of Parlia-> 
menty and in what manner it came there. If no one had a 
(hilling of the public money in his pocket which he was not 
able to explain, no difficulty could be made in acceding to 
his motions. If there were any fuch, his motion would dif-« 
tinguifh them. 

Lord Norih faid he fiiould not oppofe the motion, but 
doubted whether the Lords might approve of it, as Commons 
coming to refolutions, which, in fad, were tefts for them, 
might create fome difagreements between the two Houfes. 

Mr. Dunning replied. 

Mr. Cornewall, Mr. Wedderburnc, and Mr. Wdbore 
Ellis, fpoke to the fame purpofe as Lord North, and hinted 
at fome difficulties in undcrdanding the purport of the mo- 
tion, and carrying it into execution. 

However no other objcftions being made, the motion palled 
unanimoufly. 

Mr. Dunning now moved, '* Tliat it is the opinion of 
this committee, that the perfons holding the offices of 
treafurer of the chamber, the treafurer of the houfehold, the 
cofferer of the houfehold, the comptroller of the houfehord, 
the matter of the houfehold, the clerks of the green cloth, 
dnd the deputies of them, be rendered incompatible with a 
leat in this Houfe. 

He recapitulated what the Houfe had already Jone, as the 
ground for what he had to propofe, and what the Houfe* had 
done refpefling Mr, Burke's bill ; and took notice, that when 
vit was propofed by a claufe in that bill, to abolilh certain 
offices in the houfehold, the Houfe had rejedlcd that propofi- 
tion, for reafons, which, not being prefent, he had not 
heard ; and if they were what he had read, they were the 
worft he ever met with. However, that having been de- 
cided, the next beft thing was, and it was confonant to the 
fcnfe of the people in their petitions, to take care that the 
undue influence of the crown (hould no longer operate in 

that 
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that Houfe by means of thoTe places, and, therefore, that 
the motion he (hould make was, that the holding of any ot 
thofe places, and a feat in Parliament at the fame time, 
fliould be rendered incompatible. He was fenfible, it would 
be afked, why he fixed upon thofe places alone, and did not 
go further i His anfwer was, that he did not mean to go 
further. But that he had fixed upon thofe particular places 
for his prefent motion, from the particular predicament in 
which they flood ; and that if any other places in the fame 
bill (hould be found in the fame predicament, he fliould make 
the like motion upon them. It might likewife be afked, why 
he didliot bring in a bill i His anfwer was^ that he thought 
it the fairefl way to confider the propofition firfl, and if it 
was agreed to, he fhould then bring in a bill. 

The Lord Advocate fpoke next. His principal argument 
was to diflinguifh the difference between Mr. Burke, who 
was for abolifning the places, and Mr. Dunning, who was 
only for incapacitating them from fitting in Parliament, but 
whether they agreed or not, he fhould give a dire£l negative 
to themotion, as it contained a propofition to alter the con* 
ilitution. 

Mr. Burke defended his condu3 in his procedure on his 
bill ; faid that he maintained his firfl opinion, and was con- 
vinced it was the befl thing that could be done. He juflified 
himfelf againfl various reports that had gone out againfl him ; 
and then faid, if he could not have the befl thing, he would 
take the next befl, and fhould mofl cordially fupport the pro- 
pofition of his honourable, learned, and refpeded friend. 
, Mr. Wedderlurne affe£led to approve Mr. Burke's bill, 
againfl which he voted, rather than the propofition of the 
learned gentleman, and ran a long cbmparifon between them^ 
not only to fhew how they difagreed, but to make them dif- 
credit each other ; faid that this disfranchifing any perfons 
holding fuch offices was a violent alteration of the conflitu* 
tion, both as it refpedled the perfons who might properly 
hold thofe places, and as it refpefted the conflitutional influ- 
ence of the crown, as one branch of the legiflature ought 
to' have upon the other two branches, in like manner as they 
ought to have upon each other ; for that mutual influence 
was the chain by which they were linked, each to the other, 
and all to all. 

Mr. Pitt anfwered the feveral objedlions that had been 
made, and flated his opinion of the propriety of diminifhing 
the influence of the crown in this inflancc, and faid if that 
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Houfc could be made virtuous, he ihould care very little 
about the other Houfe. 

Mr. Durming replied, by a recapitulation of the argit* 
ments which he had ufed before, and reminded thcgentlenncn 
who had made their objeSions, without attending to thofc 
arguments, they might have prevented him from obtruding 
himfelf upon the Houfe. 

Upon this the qucfHon was called for, the Ayes were 215, 
Noes 213. 

April II. 

Mr. Gregory broiight in a petition from 2900 perfbns, in- 
habitants of Rochefter, praying that leave might be given to 
bring in a bill for the repeal of the at^l palled a fefliioiis or 
two fince in favour of the Roman Catholics. 

The petition was prefented, and after being read, npon 
motion ma A, that it lie on the table, 

Ltord George Gordon rofe, and in a fpccch of fome lehgtti 
exprefled his fatisfaftion at feeing ihe prefent petition brought 
in. His Lordfliip expatiated on the neccfliiy of that Houfe 
-taking as aSivc a part relative to the religious eftabliflimcnt, 
as they were taking from day to day in political affairs. He 
lamented, that although there were two churches and one ca- 
thedral at Rochefter, there were few of the clergy who harf 
figned the petition ; it was their peculiar province, he faid, to 
guard againft the inroads of Popery, which was making hafly 
Itrides to rc-eUablifli iifelf generally throughout the king- 
dom^ and threatened extirpation to Proteftaniifm. He begged 
leave to read a memorial or refolution, dcfcriptivc of Popery, 
and all its horrid confequences, which was drawn up in Ire- 
land in the year 1626, and figned by the Archbiftop of Ar- 
magh, and the- other prelates of the Proteftant church in that 
kingdom. As It was but (hort, he begged the Houfe would 
give him their attention. Having finilhcd reading, he faid, 
our bifiiops onght to come to a fimilar refolution, but the 
time-ferving priefts, the popifti rpifcopalians of the other 
Houfe, were more intent on other objcd^s, and objefts lefs 
worthy the attention of Chriflian prclults. He ran into a 
ftrain of vehement attack on thofe in power, for not doing 
their duty in religions matters. 

Mr. Turner faid, he could not fit flill and hear the noble 
Lord run "on at that rate. The noble Lord, he faid, was 
perpetually interrupting bufinefs, and introducing matters 
direftly pcrfonal. The noble Lord had got a twift in his 
taad, a certain whirligig which ran away with him, if arty 

thing 
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thing relative to religion was mentioQedy and made him ex- 
pofe himfelf perpetually. He declared, he faid this, gut of 
friendfliip and rcfpeSt to the noUe Lord. He wiflied the 
nohle Lord well ; the noble Lord was a (launch whig, an 
enemy to the American war, and a friend to the liberties of 
the people ; he could not bear, therefore, to fee the noble 
Lord render himfelf a laughing (lock, and become the 
make-game of the whole Houfe. He refpeded the noble 
Lord, and the Houfe ought to refpe£l him on account of 
his noble family. Mr. Turner having faid thi5, went in^o 
an argument, to prove that reli^ous jealouiies were eouaU^ 
illiberal and unjuft. That a Proteftant would not plough 
the ground better than a Papift, nor a Papift better than u 
Proteftant, and as long as the Rpman Catholicks demeaned 
themfelves decently, and conformed to' the laws of tht 
country, thev had a right . to expeA and to receive every 
peflible indulgence. 

Lord Gforge Gordon rofe again, arid in order to elucidate 
his former argument, pulled out an Iriih newfpap^, and 
read two extra&s from Father OXary's letter, againft ^e 
principles of Wefley ; he afterwards read Tome paflages from 
Wefley's reply, and contended that another maflacre of the 
Proteftants, like to that in Ireland, was to be dreaded, if 
fomething was not done conformable to the wiihet of tliofe 
of the eftabli(bed chtnrch. He faid fuch aa came up to him 
as a member of Parliament, had told him, that they already 
con(idered themfelves abfolved from their allegiance to his 
Majefty. They had not yet determined to murder the King 
and put him to death ; they oqW confidured that they were 
abfolved from their allegiande. He declared the Lord Advo* 
cate knew very well what was the opinion of the people in 
Scotland refpecling Popery, and that what he had now faid» 
he had not thrown out as any idle threat ; he meant to put 
minifters on their guard, to warn them to do what was right 
in time. For this purppfe he had been twice to court to tell 
his Majefty what he knew upon the fubjed, and now rofe to 
tell it minifters. 

Mr. Gregory declared, that to his knowledge thofe who had 
fublcribed the petition whtchhad been juft read, were not of 
fuch fentiments as the noUe Lord had defcribed. They were 
firm in their loyalty, as ^ood and as peaceably inclined as 
any of his Majefty 's fubjeds, and fo high was their love and 
zeal for their prince, tHat there was not one of them who 

Voj^.XVlI. K would 
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would not willingly lay down his life and fortune in his fei* 
vice. 

The petition was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Burke called the attention of the Houfe to a yery par- 
ticular matter. He faid, they fat there to make laws for the 
fubje£l i that the lawb which chiefly came under their confi* 
deration were laws of civil polity, but thofe which moft 
claimed their attention and care were the criminal laws. The 
firft only regarded mens* property, criminal laws aiKsfted 
men's lives, a confideration infinitely fuperior to the former I 
.In making criminal laws, it .behoved them materially to con- 
flder how they proceeded, to take care wifely and nicely to 
proportion the punifliment fo that it fliould not exceed the 
extent of the crime, and to provide that it fliould be of that 
kind, which was more calculated to operate as an example 
and prevent crimes, than to ppprefs and torment the con- 
vi(%ed criminal. If this was not properly attended to in the 
criminal jaws which pafled that Houle, they forced his Ma;- 
jefty to violate his coronation oath and commit perjury, be- 
caufe his Majedy, when he vvas crowned, and was invefted 
with the executive government, had folemnly fworn to ten^- 

Eer mercy with juftice, which it was almoit impoflible for 
im to do if that Houfe fuffered any penal laws to pafs on 
f principles repugnant to this idea,, and in which juftice, rigid 
uftice was folely attended to, and all fight of mercy loft, 
and foregone. He faid, the matter which had induced him 
to make thefe reflexions, was the perufal of a melancholy 
circumftance ftated in the newfpapers of that morning. He 
hoped to God th.'? faft was mis-ftated, and that the whole 
relation had no foundation in truth. It had, however, made 
a very ftrong impreflipn on his mind, and he conceived it of 
a nature fufficiently interefting to merit the notice and atten- 
tion of that Houfe, bccaufe if it fliould turn out to be true', 
he thought it would be incumbent on that Houfe to take 
fome meafure in confequence of it« The relation he alluded 
, to, was that of the unhappy and horrid murdef of a poor 
wretch, condemned to Itand in the pillory the preceding day. 
The account dated that two men had been doomed to this 
pOnilhment ; that one of them being ihort of flature, arid 
remarkably (hort-necked, he could not reach the hole made 
for the admifl!ion of the head, in the aukward and ugly in- 
llrument ufcd in this mode of punifliment ; that the officers 
of juflice, neverthelefs, forced his head through the hole, 
and the poor wretch hung rather than walked as th^ pillory 

turned 
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turned round ; that prerious to his being put in, h« had de- 
precated the vengeance of the mob, and begged that mercy, 
which from their exafperation at his crime, and their want 
of confidering the conleguences of their cruelty, they feemed 
very little to beftow. That he foon grew black in the face, 
and the blood forced itfelf out of his noArils, his eyes, and 
his ears. That the mob, neverthelefs, attacked him and his 
fellow criminal with great fury. That the officers feeing 
his fituation, opened the pillory, and the poor wretch fell 
down dead on the ftand of the inftrument. The other man, 
he underftood, was likewife fo' maimed and hurt by what 
had been thrown at him, that he lay now without hope of 
recovery. 

Having dated this to the Houfe, Mr. Burke proceeded to 
remark, that the puniihment of the pillory had always (truck 
him as a punifhment of Oiame rather than of perfonal feve- 
rity. In the prefent inftance it had been rendered an in(lru« 
ment of death, and that of the woril kind, a death of tor*- 
ment. The crime for which the poor wretches had been 
condemned, was fuch as could fcarcely be mentioned, much 
lefs defended or extenuated. The commiflion of Sodomitical 
praSices! A crime of all others the moft deteltable, be* 
caufe it tended to vitiate the morals of the whole cbmmu* 
nity, and to defeat the firft and chipf end of fociety. Sodo- 
mitical pi^£lices was however of all other crimes a crime of 
the ^ moil ecjui vocal nature, and the moft difficult to prove. 
When crimmals convifted of fodomitical pradlices were fen- 
tenced to the pillory, they were adjudged that punifliment 
with a view to expofe them to public reproach and con- 
tempt, not to popular fury, aflault and cruelty. To con- 
demn to the pillory with any fuch ideas, would be tamake 
it a capital punilh ment, and as much more fevere than exe- 
cution ^t Tyburn, as to die in torment, was more dreadful 
than momentary death, almoft without fenfation of pain. 
He fubmitted it, therefore to the confideration of the 
JHfoufe, whether, if the fadls turned out as they were dated 
in the newfpapers, and as lie had reported them to the Houfe, 
on riewfpaper authority, it would not be right to abolilh 
the puniihment of the pillory fince it was liable to fuch vio- 
lent perverfion, as to be rendered not the inftrument of re- 
proach and fhame, but of death and murder. If no man 
would take the matter in hanjd, he would bring iii a bill fdr 
this purpofe; he faw, however, a learned and refpedable 
gentleman in the Houfe, from whofe high charader and dif- 

K 2 V\ti^\\^^^ 
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tinguiflied pUc&t it was fair to infer that the matter Would 
be much better lodg^ in his hands, and would be more pro- 

Erly coudu&eii .than it could be by him. He hoped that 
irned and refpetlable gentlemen would take it up, and he 
hoped likewire that the Houfe, if the fads fliould turn out 
to be true, and the poor wretch to have been murdered, at 
he- had mentioned, would dircS the learned gentleman to 
proceed againft thofe to whofe negleft, or to whofe cruekjrt 
the murder was afcribeable. 

The Attomty Gemral complimented Mr. Builce on Ms 
tuiving fiated the matter to the Houfe with thofe ftrikins 
features of humanity which diftinguifhed and charafieriira 
his condu£b on every occafion ; he faid, moil certainly a 
tale of fo extraordinary a nature merited the attention of 
that Houfe in general, and his attention in particular* He 
ibould do the honourable gentleman the juftice to pay xm*- 
mediate regard to what he had faid, and though he bad the 
utmoft refpe£t fdr the Houfe, and (hould on every occaikm 
moft readily pay obedience to its commands, it did not ftrike 
his mind that their interference was neceflary on the pteient 
Dccafion. If the fads were as the honourable gentleman had 
ftated them to be, the matter immediately called for legal 
enquiry, in order to lead to a convidion and puniOntient 
of thofe who were guilty, and had been acceffary te the 
murder. The judges who fentenced the men to the j[»Harv, 
were clearly innocent of the guilt of their deaths, becaulfe, 
undoubtedly, they had done no more in condemning them 
to that puniihment, than they were obliged to do by the 
laws now in being, and could have no idea that they y9t¥t 
fentencing the criminals to a puniihment that would nflRbft 
their lives. ^ There were two defcriptions of perfons, who 
were the objeds of puniihment in the prefent cafe, thofe who 
by negled of duty had fuifered the criminal to be murdeic^y 
and (uch of the mob as were moft immediatdy concerned in 
the murder, if they could be come at. It was unqueftion- 
ably proper that offenders, guilty of fuch an atrocious crime, 
Ihould be convinced that what they had done was within the 
reach of the laws of the country, and that no men, however 
they might be mifled by ill-judged indignation, wtmld be 
fufi^od to commit fuch enormities with impunity. In doing 
this, however, proper care muft be taken that in endea¥dlir- 
ing to anfwer the ends of juftice, injuilice was not commit- 
ted. It certainly was jieceiTary for the officers, appointed to 
put the fentence of the law in execution upon crimitials, to 

do 
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do their duty with 9 certiiin do^o of fpirit. He fiioukl 
therefore firft inftitute an eiH|qiry m order to fobftsntiate tfar 
h&^ 9aA then proceed reguUvIy upon tkeni, Widi regard 
to an alteration of the law as it ftood» the hoaouraUe 
gentleman would give him leave to paufe vpon it a little, 
and before be took any ftep for that puQ>ore to confult thofe 
more converfant with the nature of criminal puniflimeiitSf 
than he was himfelf. 

Sir Charles Bunbury^ in confirmation of the perverfion of 
■ the puniihmcBt of the pillory, ftated the cafe of a naan ccm- 
^vi£ked of fodomitical practices at Bury, who had been re- 
conimended to mercy by the jury, ano in whofe favour ap« 
plication had been made to the judge who tried him« This 
man had been fentenced to the piuory, and having been z, 
vefpes^lable houfekeeper, had the greateft dread of that pu- 
liiinmenr, from a conviftion that the populace would be fo 
^xafpecafted againft him, that they would take bis life. 
The man had ftated his fears to him, and he had been the 
perfon who applied to the judge in the criminars behalf. 
The judge was a very diftinguiihed charader, and a man ^f 
true benev(Jence, whofe lofs every man had lately had caufe 
to lament, and whofe name would always be remembeied 
with refpe£i« The judge had told him, that he tbought the 
law required alteration, but as it ftood, it was impoffible for 
him to fentence the man to any other puniihment. When 
this was reported to the prisoner, it threw him into defpair, 
and fo great was his dread pf the pillory, that the oiglit be- 
fore the fentence was to be put in executi<Mi, he took poifoa. 
The next day, however, he was placed in the pillo^, and 
as he had predi&edy was fo feverely treated by the populace, 
fhat he <jUed/that night in jail, and whether he died from the, 
poifon, oiillconiequence of his ill treatment from the mob, 
had never, been afcertained. 

Mr* Ord brought up the army eftimates ; they were read 
a iirft and fecond time, and the third time being read^drf- 
UnAly article by article. 

Sir Philif Jennings Qerh rofe and oUeAed to the firft 
eftimate,. viz* that of a fpecific fum for. Colonel Fullarton's 
regiments 

^his gave rife to a debate,, in which a great deal of the 
fame argument, that had been iifed againft this eftimate in 
Ihe committee, was repeated. 

The fpeakers were. Sir Phillip Jennings Qeri^e, the Se* 
f^retary at War, Mr. Townihendy Loxd North, Colonel 

K 3 B^xtt^ 
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BarrCy General Burgoyne, Mr. Fox, Mr. T, Grenville, 
General Frazer, Mr. byng, and General Conway. 

The chief of the new matter which came out in the 
courfe of the debate, was as follows : 

Mr. y. Townjhetfd warmly contended againft the appoint- 
ing a gentleman who had never been in the army to a com- 
mand. He complained of grofs partiality in the diftribu- 
tion of commiflions and employment, He aflced why old 
officers who had ferved well, and diflinguifhed themlelves 
-lad war, weie unemployed, while young gentlemen unpof- 
fefled of a fmgle military idea, who bought their men it 
• Charing-crofs, were put at the head of regiments? Why 
were many other officers of merit paffcd fey ? Why was 
Colonel Meadows, who had diftinguifhed hlmfelf in 
America, refufed promotion ? Mr. T'ownfhend concluded 
with calling upon the Secretary at War to tell the Houfc who 
It was, that had recommended an appointment To infulting 
and unjuft to the army, as the appointment of the honour- 
able gentleman for whofe regiment the prefcnt edimate was 
given. 

The Sicretary at War declared it was not him that recom- 
mended the appointment ; that he knew very little of the 
matter, and never prcfnmed to give an opinion on military 
affairs. That his Majefty had a military minifter, an offi- 
cer of as high reputation in the army, as any one vedn that 
ever ferved in it. That he had received his Majefty's orders 
for the appointment of the honourable gentleman in queftion 
through that noble Lord's hands. 

Lord North declared that the honourable gentleman was 
neither to have permanent rank nor half pay ; that he had 
only aflced for the rank he held for a particular fervice, thit 
his rank was not even to continue fo long as that of any 
other colonel in the new levies ; it was not to laft during the 
war, but was to ceafc as foon as the particular fervice for 
which his regiment had been raifed vias finiihed, or if it 
fliould even be dropped, the honourable gentleman did not 
defire to hold it. That he had raifed his regiment with 
grcwt difpatch, and without any expence to government^ 
and that he was not going out chief in command, but 
fecond to an officer of profeffional knowledge and high 
charader. v » 

Colonel Barri reprobated the idea of one of the C9rpi 

diplomatique coming at once into the army at the head of a 

• \ ,'■• regiment. 
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regiment, and going out into an unhealthy climate on an 
enterprize of iniportance, where if the gentleman chief in 
•command (hould chance to die, the' command would devolve 
on him. The Colonel difclaimed any intention to give the 
honourable gentleman offence, he meant none, and the 
honourable gentleman was too high in character to merit 
difrefjpeft. He could not, however, as a man who had 
fervcd in the army for many years, but feel himfelf wounde^ 
lat an appointment which was an infult to the army in genbral. 
If men, who by a connexion with a minifter coind thus 
get upon the ftaff at once, without having ever ferved, it 
^as in vain for officers to toil on for many years, fighting 
for their country, and doing hard duty. Tne Colonel de* 
fired to know, who had recommended the appointment ? He 
would undertake to fay, that the noble Lord at the head of 
the army f Lord Amherft] had neither advifed, not did he 

S prove 01 it ? He wifhed to know who it was that had ? 
e aflertcd, that Lord Amherft was to his knowledge top 
ftria an obferver of rule and feniority, ever to countenance 
fo extraordinaty an appointment. He knew this from his 
owi) experience laft war, when ferving under him. The 
noble Lord had then refuted him promotion upon that fingle 
ground, and the noble Lord had been juftifiable in fo doing. 
The Colonel ftated the nature of appointing to commands 
in France, and faid, that though the gentlemen of thd long 
robe went into the army there> he defied any man to give 
an inftance of their having been put at the head of corps, 
and given command. There were, he ftated, 50,000 noble 
families in France, out of which the French armv was 
officered. After a long detail of fads of this kind, ne re- 
turned to the fubjeS, and having mentioned fome grofs par- 
tialities fhewn to men who had ferved in Portugal, fince the 
war, particularly to a gentleman who had been a lieutenant 
in his own regiment, he faid he fhould give his hearty nega- 
tive to the cftimate. 

General Burgoyne alfo condemned the appointment as an 
infult to the army.. ^The General fbted a riuniber of officers 
who had ferved long and could not get promotion. He menl 
tioned the partial condudiof minifters refpeSinghis relation 
the deceafed Major Stanley, and dwelt on it for fome time.' 

Mr. Fox enforced the fame idea, and called upon Mr. 
Grenville to inform the Houfe the particulars of the ill treat- 
ment he had received on his application for preferment. 

Mr. Grenviiky in a very correft and neat fpeech, ftated 
to the Houfe, that having been an enfigcv m v^^ ^"w^ ^^'t^ 
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a twelvemonthy and the next {lap in the guards being to a 
captaincy^ he applied to the commander in chief to be made 
a captain in an old regiment ; the anfwer he received was, 
that there were many old lieutenants who had applied for 
that promotion before him. Satisfied with this» he remaioej 
content till his friend the Duke of Rutland offered him a 
captaincy in his new raifed corps. He applied a^ain to the 
commander in chief, and was refufed, upon the plea that he 
could not take two fteps at once. He then applied for a 
lieutenancy in the Queen's regiment, which happened to be 
vacant, and all the enfigiis of which petitioned in his favour, 
but he was again refufed, unlefs he would fpecify what were 
the reafoDS which had induced the enfigns of the Queen's 
Tcgiment to recomnriend him, and to give up their own claims 
in his favour. He was an applicant another time to be a 
captain of one troop of an honourable gentleman's horfe, 
vmo had raifed the corps on conditioE of appointing his own 
officers ;. this likewife he was refufed, till at length finding 
that he was (ingled out for ilUtreatment, he felt himfeU 
difgufied, defired to refign his commilTion, and quitted the 
fervice. 

The S€cretary at fFar produced a paper, which he faid 
bad been put into his hands by the noble Lord at the head of 
the army, in which that noble Lord had afligned his reafon^ 
for every refufal of the honourable member's applications. 
He had refufed the fuffering him to move to a captaincy, 
becaufe the honourable member had only been an enfign in 
the guards one year; aild he had reiufed his having the 
lieutenancy in the Qiieen's regiment, becaufe the enfigns 
of that redment had recalled their recommendation of 
him, and (^fired that one of themfelves might have the 
protnotion* 

General Frazir fpoke warmly in praife of Mr. Grenville, 
and in the intlance <^ Mr. St. Leger, proved thkt Lord 
Amherft did not always fo rigidly adhere to rule, becaufe 
Mr. St. Leger had been allowed to rife rapidly from enfign 
to lieutenant, from lieutenant to captain, and from captain 
to major. 

General Conway deplored the bad management of the anBVy 
when any gentleman could be fo periecuted as the honourable 
gentleman had been. He condemned the appointment of th6 
honourable gentleman mentioned in the cltimate, as highhf 
unwife and improper. After he fat down, the General rote 
again, to recall the word perj'ecution, which be faid was 

tOQ 
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coo ftroi^ an expreillon, and to defend the charader of Lord 
Amherft. 

The other eftimates were then feveratly put^ and were all 
agreed to, after half an hour's debate on that for granting 
69971.. for bridges and roads in Scotland. In this debate 
Mr. ToXf Mr. Charteris, the Lord Advocate, General 
Howard, Sir Geoige Yonge, and Mr. Gilbert took place. 

A word or two alfo pafled between Sir Philip Jennings 
Clerke and Colonel Holroyd^ upon the eftimate for that 
gentleman's additional corps. 

April 12. 

Lord North prefented the tax bill, enabling, that an ad<S-« 
tional duty be laid on malt, low wines and fpirits, foreigii 
wines, brandy, and rum, coals exported, advertifemeii^^ n 
duty on receipts for legacies, and a duty on licences to' be 
taken out by perfons dealing in cofiee, tea, and chocolate.^ 

The bill was brought up and read a firft time by breviate^ 
It was then moved that it be read a fecond time. 

Sir Charles Bunbury thereupon rofe, and ip a fpcech ^ 
fome length, which was remarkably figurative, took a gen^ 
ral review of the melancholy complexion of the public 
affairs, concluding with dating a few ilrong objej&ions.t^^he 
malt tax. . : l-^-. 

Sir Charles compared the flate, as fituated at prefcnt, u^a 
veflel at fea, toft to and fro in a violent ftorm, Thof^ whb 
had been appointed to pilot the ihip, had by a variety of 4i(« 
ftances, fhewn their total incapacity to difqharge the duti^ 
of their ofGce. They had repeatedly avowed their own in* 
ability, and did not even pretend to be able to bring the (hip 
fafe into harbour. AH they looked to was their own perfonal 
fafety, and fo far from attempting to direct the helm, they 
merely fattened to the handle of it, to prevent iheir being 
thrown overboard, by the exafperatedcrew.. So unwif^^, fo 
dangerous, and fo fatal in their confequences had beerbtbe 
meaiiires purfued by thefe ftate pilots, that tliey had created 
univerfal diiTatisfadion, difguft and defpair. Their gfi^t 
meafure, the American war, had reduced, this country from 
a ftate of unexampled glory, profperity, power, and wealth, 
to a ftate of wretchednefs, of wcaknefs, of adverfity, and 
of contempt, almoft beyond the idea of the moft melancholy 
vifionary. Tih/t confequences' that ftared us in the face had 
in the progiefs of the war efcaped the notice of many gen- 
tlemen, who were now forced to witnefs the gloomy fcene ; 
lliere were^ in that Houfe^ tbofe who were jovial fpirits. 
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gno^ companions, and friends of the bottle, who had carried 
a face of chearfulnefs throughout the bufinefs, and if ever 
a qualm came acrofs their minds, on a morning after a de- 
bauch, a dinner had filenced its impreffion, and the jolly even* 
ing had totally diftanced all remembrance of it; there wer^ 
others who were men of a melancholy turn, men who thought 
.of nights, and reviewed the bufinefs of each day, whohadatl 
along feen and dreaded the iifue of that work, wnich appeaired 
to them big with danger, big with^ruin. Of th9fe poilefledof 
this irritable frame of mind, he was one, and he had not only 
ftood long ft nee felf-convinced of the errors of the paft con- 
VJuQ of minifters, but he had more than once brought them 
in view of the Hotife, and endeavoured to induce others, to 
feci in the fame manner, in which he had long felt. 

A lively French writer had faid, that the moft melancholy 
quarter of an hour in the whole twenty-four, was that in 
-which the reckoning was to be paid. This was the time in 
which the public were called on to difcharge the tremendous 
reckoning incurred by the American war, and in order to 
do it, gentlemen were defired to impofe burthens of the moft 
heavy and galling kind on their conftituents. It was now a 
moment when men naturally examined the items of the bill, 
and were led to aflc them felves, whether in ordering the dilhes 
which had compofcd their entertainment, they had not 
thoughtlefsly given way to thf ir capricious appetites, rather 
than confulted their fober reafon, and ordered fuch matters 
only as their bodily health required. He would venture to 
fay, that now men had rifcn from the feaft, extravagant be- 
yond all example as it had been, it had not proved falutary 
or fatisfaftory to any one that partook of it. The time of 
remedy had unfortunately been fuffered to efcape unufed ^ 
but the Speaker, he trufted, would do him the juftice to fay, 
that he had objeded to the bill of fare originally, and had 
ftated his reafons for clifapproving of the moft expenfive 
difhes. That very coftly one, an army large beyond all ex- 
amples, had been a particular objed of his diflike. A large 
army to an Engliftiman was always difagreeable : a large army 
for no ufe was ftill morsdifguftful. What proof had they 
that the army, which had been voted, exifted, but that moft 
difagreeable of all proofs, the being called upon to pay them ? 
What had that army done for the immenfe funis that thty 
had coft the public ? What were they now doing? A ihorl 
paragraph would comprehend the hiftory of all their moft 
memorable tranfadions. In 1778, the army evacuated Phi* 

ladelphia \ 
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ladelphia ; in 1779, they evacuated Rhode- 1 fland ; in 1780, 
the arnny was— no man knew were, and doing, — no man 
knew what. So that the idea of Mr. Bayes, which had hi- 
therto been confidered as a ludicrous one, was attempted to 
-be ferioufly realized, viz. to keep a large army incog. 

So difguftcd and fo exafperated at the rapid decline of the 
empire were feme men, that in the hour of their difpleafure 
they fuffercd themfelvcs to be mifled, and were inclined to 
afcribe the caufc of the mortifying change of our condition 
to certain defefts in the government itfcif, which only pro- 
ceeded from a loofe, a weak, and unwife adminiftration of 
that government. Thefc men were, in the blindncfs of their 
aeal to recover their former profperity, attempting to alter 
and new model the conditution, that conditution, which 
from the days of his earlieft infancy he had been taught to 
admire for the beauty of its flruflure, the fitncfs of its parts, 
and the uniformity and wifdom with which it was conftrufted 
and put together. That grand, and noble edifice, the Bri- 
tifh conftitution, was thought by fome men to have loft a 
ihare of its ornaments, to have grown rotten with age, and 
to (land in need of repair. Let uich zealots be cautious, that 
in their attempts to give it additional decoration, they did 
not deface its beauty, and deftroy its fplendid appearance. 
In fupporting thofe beams which they thought were ready to 
give way, let them take care that they did not bring the old 
manfion over their heads. The edifice was in his idea, not 
the Icfs durable and ftrong, for the length of years that it 
had flood ; it was of itfelf fufficiently noble ; he wiihed, 
therefore, for one, that modern reformers would not rafhly 
proceed in a bufinefs which might be fatal to themfelves, 
and fatal to all who by birth-right were entitled to lodge in 
the manfion. 

Sir Charles paid many ironical compliments to Lord Noith 
for having by the weight of his arguments, brought the 
whole nation to their fenfes, and to a thorough convidion of 
their fick and calamitous condition. His worthy friends on 
the other fide of the Houfe, muft, he faid, excufe him, if 
much as he in general admired their eloquence and oratory, 
he thought that the opening fpeech of the noble Lord, in 
propofing the taxes fpecified in the bill then under coniidera- 
tion, had weighed down all their arguments, able and admi- 
rable as thofe arguments had frequently been during the courfe 
ci the laft five years. What they faid, had undoubtedly been 
^weii faid, but it fervcd chiefly to amufe ; what the noble 
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Lord had lately uttered, tended immediateljr to eonvinor. 
He could not but confider their oratory refpefiing the Amb- 
jican war, as pleafant and agreeable wine which pamd throudi 
the body without leaving any proof of its having been £wS^ 
lowed. The noble Lord's argiunenttj 00 the contrary, apr 
peared to him to refemble medicinal draughts extraded fjpom 
falutary dnigs, which by riflng in the ftomach after they were 
taken, eiFedually reminded the patient of his difofden Tbn 
phyfician who declaied the exillence of the complaint, and 
made the declaration in fuch lan^age as ferved to convince 
the fick of their malady, a£ted in the manner, which w»s 
mod likely to open a way to recovery. The apble Lord had 
tokl them, that the nation was in great exigency, that he 
muft raife large fums to pay the intereft of the loan, and that 
thole fums mufl be raifed by new taxes to be impofed on the 
people, and which, as the exigency was fuch as to demand 
an immediate fiipply of money, muft be laid 00 the necef- 
iaries of life. This argument was of weight, it was an un- 
anfwerable proof^of our diftrefs, it carried conviction in it. 
It brought the jovial fellow to his recolledion, and it made 
the melancholy thinking man, perfe&Iy fure that he had 
all along been right in his' gloomy refleaions on the confe- 
quences that mult ultimately attend the meafures that had 
been adopted. 

Sir Charles faid further, that he had been bom to the title 
of a gentleman, a title which he had hitherto thought a high 
honour, but which he began now to fear, he fliould have rea* 
fon to lament had ever belonged to him, from the appearance 
that there was, that he ihould not much longer be able to 
Jive in that rank in life which his birth had induced him to 
think he wa^ intitled to hold. 1 he forefathers of thofe whom 
the world called gentlemen, he was fure could have no idea, 
that this country in fo fhort a time could poflibly have been 
converted from a rich and flourifhing country to a miferable| 
diftrefled, and defpicable country ; 'they could never have 
imagined that fo much of the property they left their families, 
would have been taken away m taxes, or they would have all 
followed the maxim of Mr. Locke/ and had their fons tau^t 
a trade, by which, in cafe of lofs of fortune, they might be 
enabled to get their living. There was not now a Angle ar* 
tide or enjoyment of life which did not bring to the mind of 
every man in almod every hour of the day, a reco11e£tion of 
the dtftreffes of the country, and the enormous burthen «f 
the public taxes. Was he ior on. hour to forget the fbte we 

were 
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iff/tte ttductd tOi to fed a iempc^ry chearfulnefs, and fit at 
his eafe in hisf chair in his chamber, he was difhirbed with 
the knock of the colledor to demand the honfe tax ! Was lie 
to go into his ftabte» the (ight of the jockey boys reminded 
him •f the tax on fervants! Was he to travel in a poft-chaife, 
and kok through the front window, the horfes brought to 
his recolleAioAr the taoc on travelling poft. Even fleep* would 
not drown this- retnembratice, for fhould he fall into a dofe 
as the carriage pafled along, he was awakened to a full fenfe 
tg€ th« tax b^ the lumpikb*man's demanding the check ticket. 
The turffpikeman wai^, in his idea, like the beadle, who 
ftood with his ftaffat the church door, and faid, as the peo- 
ple came in, and went out of th« church, •* Pray remember 
the building of the chnrch!" The turnpike-man in like 
manner, by demanding the check ticket fecmcd to fay, 
** Phiy rennember the American war !" By the bill which had 
juft been read, ftill farther occafions to remind him of the 
fnifery of his country vrere fuggefted. If he drank any of 
the wholefome beverage of England, he could not fwallow 
the falutary draught without thinking of the additional tax 
on malt. Wine which had hitherto been faid *♦ to drive 
away care," would now produce an oppofk6 effe6l, and bring 
care mxh every glafs which waslift^ to the lip. In (hort, 
there was no end to the mementos of public diftrefs, and the 
only way of. (lopping the recolleftion of them that he knew 
of, would be by a toad. As the minifters he was aware, 
difliked long fpeeches, he would not make his much longer, 
but would end this part of it by fuggefting a toad to his new 
friends, for fo he muft call them. The toafft he meant to 
fugged, he begged moft ferioufly to recommend to their 
attention, becaufe it contained a maxim, which if fulfilled. 
Would, he flattered himfclf, do them and their country more 
honour and iriore fervice than iny other theoretical maxim 
which they could poflibly reduce to pradice ; his toaft was, 
'** Peace with America," and to this he begged to add ano-. 
ther. ** A lefs army and a ftronger fleet." Thefe two toafts 
would not only infpireuniverfal hilarity, but would, in hSt, 
condtice more efFedtually to reftore the national health of 
body and happinefs of mind, than any recipe that could at 
p relent be prefcribed. 

Having gone through a general review of the ftate of affair^ 
and traced them to the prefent moment, Sir Charles declared 
lie had an objeiElion to ail taxes, and that from the manner 
in which the money arifing from taxes had of late been em- 
ployed, that natural objeftion had beencouliA^i'a^A'i'vcv^'S'^"^^^ 
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and ftrengthened* Minifters employed the money taken out 
of the pockets of the people in that moft horrid of all pur- 
fokSf the fpreading war and defolation, and the deftru&ion 
of our fellow creatures j this to any man pofleffing the pro- 
per feelings of humanity, and a due fenfe of religion^ was 
a fiifEcient reafon to make him deteft and reprobate the idea 
of taxes. After this general remark. Sir Charles came to 
a particular confideration of the malt tax^ which hedefcribed 
to be a heavy burthen, a burthen which would pinch the poor» 
and which was unequally and partially impofed, in confe* 
quence of the diftin6tif)n made in favour of Scotland. The 
noble Lord in the blue ribbon, in propoHng the additional 
malt tax, had ftated it to the committee as not likely to op- 
prefs the fubjed, aflerting that it would fall chiefly on the 
private brewers, who in general were families of wealth and 
property. He begged to tell the nobie Lord that this was a 
iallacious and a miAaken notion ; the tax would bear hard oa 
the poor, it would prefs and go^d the labouring villageri and 
his already fufficiently diftrelled family. In the county ia 
which he lived, and which he had fo long had the honour te 
reprefent in that Houfe, Sir Charles faid, there were many 
cottagers who livexi in villages without an alehoufc, and who 
always, from motives of ceconomy, brewed their own. beer; 
thefe men already found it difficult to fupport their families 
by their induftry and the fweat of their brow ; that difliculty 
would now be confiderably increafed ! The malt tax would 
affedl all England, and it would be paid with the greater ill- 
will, from the glaring partiality to Scotland ; 'in faying this, 
he hoped, he (hould not be fufpedled of entertaining any 
illiberal prejudices againft the natives of that part of the 
ifland ; fo far from it, he always confidered ihofe, who were 
born north of the Tweed, a^. much his countrymen as thofc 
who lived near his own houfe ; he wiflied them to enjoy the 
fame liberty and freedom, to participate in all the bleuingt 
of our conltituiion, and to fliare the comforts and enjoyments 
afforded by the mild government of Great Britain. With 
thefe fentiments, could it bethought unfair in himtoexped 
that thofe who lived north of the Tweed (hould contribute 
their Ihare towards the public expencc, and proportionably 
affift in fuftaining the public burthens. The taxes ought, in 
his opinion, to be equal in Scotland and in England ; and he 
wiflied to know from thofe who were beft able to inform him 
[jhere he caft his eyes upon the Lord Advocate] why a diftinc- 
^on refpeding the malt tax had ever been made in favour of 

Scotland* 
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Scotland. He was not to learn, he faid, that at one time 
the country north of the Tweed was much behind the fou- 
thern parts of the ifland in refpe^t to cuhtvation and agricul- 
ture ; fo improved, however, he underftood, was Scotland iu 
thofe points now, that he was amazed to find, that a country 
from which viras coUe&ed fo large ^ crop of flatefmen, of 
lawyers, and of military men, who kindly joined in advifing 
the cabinet, in being the advocates of the noble Lord in the 
blue ribbon, and in conducing our armies in the field, (hould 

field fo fmall and fo poor a crop of barley, and produce fo 
ittle and fuch indifferent malt. It was not only in that fub J 
}e& of taxation that Scotland was unequal to England, but 
in almoft every other. If the land of Scotland paid but 
forty thoufand pounds, Yorkfhire paid twice as much, Suf- 
folk paid fev'enty. thoufand, and other counties infinitely 
more. Having ilated this. Sir Charles recurred to the malt 
tax as it flood in the bill, and declared that it would diflreis 
the public greatly% He afked, if the beverage of the people 
was feledled as the noble Lord's firfl objcdl of efficient tax- 
ation, why did he not lay the tax equally, and take the be- 
verage of the weflern counties, as well as the beverage of 
thofe near the capital, and near the north of the kingdom? 
Why not tax cyder ? Cyder was a fair objefl of taxation, 
and though he was as unwilling as any man to afTent to a mea- 
fure, which tended to deflroy the old Englifh idea, that every 
man's houfe was his caflle, and to preferve the dwelling of 
private families facred from the ruoe entry of an unhallowed 
excifeman, he was convinced ways might be found of laying 
a tax on cyder, which might be fo colleSed as to be free 
from this obje(^ion. Why not tax the cyder fold by the pub- 
lican, which would, he was fure, produce a very large fum ? 
He advifed the noble Lord to do this, and to reduce the in- 
tended additional malt tax to 3d. a bufhel in England, and 
2d. in Scotland, which would be an allowance of one-third to 
that country, an allowance he prefumed fully equal to tlic 
difference between their barley, and the barley produced in 
the h«me counties of England. 

Sir Edward JJiley fupported the honourgbk Baronet's pro- 
pofition, that the tax would fall heavy on the poor, and ilaterf 
that the new duty would, with what the malifler would put 
upon it, amount to fix fhillings a quarter ; ^n encr^afe which 
the noble Lord probably had not dreamt of. 

Sir George Cormvall rofe ' to anfwer what the honourable 
Baronet^ who fpoke tirll, h^d faid refpcQing the fairnefsand 

probaihlc. 
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probable ad^ntage of impoflng a tax on cyder. He declared 
the honourable Baronet was miftaken, if he imagined the 
tounty he had the honour to reprefent, did not pay its full 
(hare of the public taxes ; in their county a great deal of 
barley was grown, and much malt made; great quantities of 
another ingredient in the compofition of beer was alfo frown, 
viz. hops. His county, therefore, contributed very laij^Iy 
to the public revenue. 

Mr. Rolk rofe alfo on the fiime account refpe£ling the 
county he reprefented. If the honourable Baronet, inftead 
of propofing a tax on cyder had propofed a tax on horfe- 
racing, and the fports of the turf, it would, he laid, have 
done him morecreidit, becaufe then a part of the burthen wouU 
have fallen on his own (boulders. He wi(hed the honourable 
Baronet, inftead of interfering with other counties, and at- 
tempting to difturb their peace, would content hioafelf with 
endeavouring to take care and preferve the peace of his own 
county. Mr. Rolle addded fome farther perfonalities* 

Sir George Tinge took up the ar^ment folely on the ground 
of the inequality of the auty as mtended to be laid in Scot- 
land and England. Sir George entered into a circumftantisA 
defcription of the fort of gram fown in Scotland, andfaidh 
was not barley, but called by fome bear, by others big. It 
was inferior to barley, and certainly would not produce an 
equal quantity of malt. The very fame grain was «own in 
the northern parts of England, and in many parts of Wales, 
in neither of which defcriptions of place, either fronoi the 
poverty of the foil, or from fome other caufe, would barkv 

trow to any perfefUon. He contended, therefore, that if 
cotland paid a lefs duty than in England, in addition to the 
duty already paid, that the fame diftin£lion ought in jufticeto 
be made in favour of Wales, and in favour of fuch parts of 
England (viz. Durham, Cumberland, Weftaaoreland, &c.) 
where big was produced, Sir George faid, he would propofe 
to amend the bill in the manner he had mentioned, when it 
(hould come into a committee. He alfo noticed the little 
(hare of the public burthens fuftained by Scotland, declaring, 
that notwithitanding the fmall portion of land tax expe£led 
from that countrv, that portion, fmall as it Mras, was nut 
paid ; for that on Lady Day, 1779, there was a deficiency in 
the account of 103,0001. and now a year having elapfed, 
there was confequently a much greater deficiencv. He (aid, 
at the time he had mentioned, there was likewise a great de^ 
iiciency in the land tax receipt of England, which; in con- 
5 fequence 



A. i78#. DEBATES. 145 

ff(5|uence of fome falutary fteps taken by that H6ufe, was now 
almoft wholly paid up. 

Sir Adam Fergujon fpoke in defence of Scotland's paying fo' 
fmall a fhare of land tax, and faid that gentlenf^n forgot, 
Scotlanil was herfelf at the whole cxpence of colleflion, and 
that the fum paid by that country was the nett produce of 
the tax, which was far from the cafe fouth of thq Tweed. 
Sir Adam anfwered the argument that Scotland was not 
equally taxed with England, by remarking on the different 
ftate of the two countries, and the fuperior wealth of Eng- 
land. Thofe Scotch who were poflefled of large eftatcs in 
their own country, for the chief jpart of the year refided 
here, where they paid the fame taxes on what they confumed 
as any other perfons. Sir Adam alfo faid a good deal re- 
fpedtiilg the idea of making Scotland pay as large a malt tax 
as England ; declaring that it ought fidt to be proved,^ that 
the barley from which the malt was made, was equal in qua- 
lity to that which grew in England. 

Mr. Mayor oppofed the new duty to be laid on the malt, 
upon a different ground from any other member who fpoke 
upon that occafion ; in anfwer to Sir Edward Aftley, who 
alTerted that if the maltfter was charged with the addition of 
6d. per bufhel, he would put on another 3d., therefore, it 
would be no hardfhip on the maltfter. Mr. Mayor owned 
the great hardfliip that would be felt by a great number of 
individuals, but infifted upon it that the greateft inconve- 
nience would fall upon all maltfters; that inftead of their be- 
ing able to raife the price of malt, it had already funk, fince 
this a£l had been in agitation ; and that if the fa£l was as 
the honourable Baronet had dated it, he (hould not have re- 
ceived the letter he had then in his hand, figned by every 
maltfter of the town he had the honour to reprefent, com- 
plaining of the partial injury which was certain to fall on 
them, if they might judge from the confequcnce of the lafl 
duty of 3d. per bulhel. At tliat time malt immediately funk 
two (hillings a quarter, therefore the whole extra duty fell on 
the maltfters ; this, he faid, muft undcfubtedly be the cafe in 
the prcfent inftance, if the maltfter was forced to market at 
the time of the year when the brewers are leaving off for the 
feafon. Therefore he hoped, if this aft was to take place 
either at 3d. or 6d. per bufhel additional duty — that every 
poftible indulgence wotild be given to that trade, which was 
already a very unprofitable one, aiTuring the Houfc, that 
upon- the average of the laft eleven or twelve years, the malt- 
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flers had not made more than four per cent of their money, 
and that this additional duty ivould requrre for the fame 
quantity of bufinefs, one (ixth part more to be added to that 
very unprofitable capital, which he was afraid would entire- 
ly ruin the very extenfive trade carried on in fo great a bar- 
ley county as Berkfhire ; and fliould that be the cafe, he did 
not know how the inhabitants were to come at firing ; that 
coals were now double the price in the country, that they 
were in London, a very great buithen alfo to thofe malt- 
fters at fo great a diftance from town, there being no pfO>- 
bability of getting coals into the country, but bv back wa- 
ter carriage. He hoped a very long time would be given, 
to pay for the (lock in band, and then offered for the confi* 
deration of the Houft , a mode, which he thought without- 
arty injury to the tax, might afford fome relief to the juft 
complaints of the maltfter, and then propofed, that the 
maltder fhould be allowed the drawback on producing 
vouchers from the publick brewer, for the malt (old them, 
inftead of the drawback being allowed on the beer, by which 
means the maltders would be lefs time out of their money, 
and the brewery remain in its prefent fltuation. 

Sir Edward Afiley^ in anfwer to Mr. Mayor, faid he had con- 
fulted the maltitcrs in his part of the country, who told him 
they mull put on 9d. if they were charged 6d. Mr. Mayor 
infiflcd on the fa6l he before dated, that the malt abfolutcly 
did fall, and the public brewer bought it for twofhillings a 
quarter lefs, when the laft additional duty was laid on, in 
confequence of which the maltfters were the great fuSerers. 

Lord George G or don coxxim^nX^i, on fome parts of Sir Charles 
Banbury's fpeech, and declared, that undoubtedly his coun- 
trymen were as able to pay taxes as the inhabitants of any 
part of Englaitd. He imputed the noble Lord's making a 
difference in favour of Scotland, not fo much to any doubt 
of the ability of the Scotch, or of the inferiority of beer and 
big to barley, but to a confcioufnefs of refiftance in cafe the 
noble Lord attempted to load them with as a heavy load of 
taxes as he was impofing upon England. The learned Lord 
Advocate, he faid, well knew the fpirit of the people, by. 
their enthuHaftic efforts againd the introduction of popery, 
and they would be as ready to rife againii other mealures of 
the prefent popiOi minidry, and would, to a man, refufe io 
pay additional taxes. The noble Lord in the blue ribboa 
dare not lay the fame taxes on Scotland as on England, if h<» 
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did, he was aware that neither he^ nor his abettors, nor his. 
excife officers, no, nor all the army could colled them. ' 
The Lord Advocate rofc to reprehend the noble. Lord for 
throwing out any fuch ideas ; he faid it was neither' proper 
nor fair for the noble Lord to argue in that way. His aigu- 
ments were all ill-founded, for he would take upon him to af- 
fure the Houfe, that his countrymen would be as ready to 
pay any taxes that Houfe (hould think it wife and neceifary 
to impofe on the fubjed as any Englifhmen could be. tie 
declared, that when the noble Lord chofe to induls[e himfeif 
with talking about popery ^nd fuch like fancies, he had no 
manner of objedion, but he could not fit filent when the 
whirligig took the noble Lord, and he thought proper fo far 
to flretch his ingenuity, as to unite popery and fmalUbeer to* 
gether, and faliify a Whole people. He might go on for 
ever in extolling the inferior Scotch before their fuperiors^ 
and in preferrmg the forty-five felf-created focieties of 
Glafgow, to every other refpedable and legally coniHttited 
body in Scotland, without interruption from nimy but he 
would not fufFer him to miflead the Houfe in an important 
fa<S, which he was from his own knowledge enabled to con- 
tradict. Having faid this, the Lord Advocate went into a 
long and circumdantial detail of the hiftory of the malt-tax, 
as far as it regarded Scotland, dating its operation at different 
periods, and what were the cfFedls of the different modes in 
which it had beei^ impofed (Ince the Union. He advifed 
gentlemen flooking«at Sir Charles Banbury} not to indulge 
themfelves in wild fpcculative fancies, and projeds, with- 
out confulting the evidence of Parliamentary hiftory, which 
would have taught them that thofe proje£ls bad already 
been put in pradice, and found upon trial to be impolitic, 
and fo far from anfwering their wiffaed-for end, produClive 
of a diredly contrary efFed. He dated, that by the aA of 
Union, it was ftipulated , that Scotland fhould pay no malt 
tax during the then war, which, as England was at that 
time remarkably jealous off ,a malt tax, and that Houfe for the 
mod part determined that no malt tax (hould be impofed on 
England laftcr the war. was over, the (lipulation was con(i- 
dered as a perpetual exemption from a malt tax in favour of 
ScotUnd. In proof how jealous the Englifh were of a 
malt tax, he reminded them,. that from the reign of Queen 
Anne to the prefcnt hour, the malt tax was not rendered a 
permanent and cilablifhed tax, but yi'9& voted from year to 
: 12 year. 
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year. «'From 1713 to 1724 he ftated that a malt tax wa» 
nvith great difficulty impofed on Scotland, that upon it a 
Scotch Peer had moved m the other Houfe to difiolve the 
ASt of Uiiion» and en the diviflon there were exa£tiy 55 
votes on each, iide of the queftion. That -the produce of the 
malt tax, from 1713 to 1724^ was very little; in 1724 it 
was put upon the prefent footing, and became productive ; 
it had now remained on that footing for near fixty years,, 
and no man who was wife, or wiAed well to both countries,, 
and to the revenue, would attempt to alter it. If it was al- 
tered, in all probability they would not encveafe the dnty^ 
but induce the Scotch to encourage fmogglers, fubftitute ^ 
fpirits for malt liquor, and negleft the brewery. He entered, . 
into an ample difcuflion of the nature of the grain produced 
in Scotland, and faid, that in the couiAy he reprefented, that 
Faradife of Scotland, the Lothians, there weve certainly 
fpots as fertile and as productive as many parts of £ng- 
gland, but that in general barley would not grow to perfec* 
tion in his country, and the reaton was not fo much the want 
of a fertile foil as the harihnefs of the climate, which, let 
agriculture be ever ib much improved, would to all eternity 
prevent fiich barley as was raifed in the fouthem partsof the 
kingdom, from being jraLfed and ripened in Scotland. He 
faid further^ that the firoog winds and wet leafon, the early 
commencement of winter,, and its long continuance^ prevent- 
ed barley from, growing to perfedlion .north of the Tweed ; 
that the farmers now were obliged tagathev k before it was 
half ripe : and that if any man couldi go^ mto a fanner's 
barn yard theie^ he would fee flacks of barl'ey as green as* 
when it was growing. In this country he fell no Aiclv 
\vind as rn Scotland. On the contrary^ he d^ily fiiw fuch 
houfes built as would in Scotland be blowa away 10 oi^c 
night, like feathers before the wind* When he went every 
year to his owji country,, he found no beer that he could* 
drink, it was fuch weak, difagreeable,^ and poor ftuff*. 
Here it was fo fine,, fo pleafant, fo fwelling a liquor, thi^t 
he little caxed: if he tailed no other beverage all the while he 
ftaid here* After going very fully into argument to prove 
that it would be idle to irapofe the £sime malt -tax. on Scotland^ 
as on England^ becaufe the coi«ntry could not pay it, he- 
fpoke for aibofit time generally on the impropriety of op^ 
poflng the taxes which had been voted in a committee, and 
, agreed to by the Houfe,, contending that as the Cupply tuMti 
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been vot^cl, land the minif^er had made ^ large loan oft x\it 
faith of Parliament, to pay the intereft of which the Sinking 
Fund muftlje moiigaged, if the taxes propofcd were ni/t 
agreed to, or fome others ; the Houfe was bound to agree to 
the taxes^ and enable the minifter to keep his conditions with 
the fubfcribers ; he added, that gentlemen who opppfed the 
prefent tax, ought^ in candour, to ftiggell a frefh one equally 
produdive and more pradicaUe* 

Lord George Gfirdw, in reply to the Lord Advocate, faid, 
he verily believed the learned Lord was fond of that Englifli 
beer, that fwelling liquor, whieh he fo well defcribed ; for * 
it had fwelled him up to fuch a degree, that he waa exceed- 
ingly mndy in that Houfe, and made a' great noife with 
the reports of thofe arbitrary and defpotic principles he was 
ready to buHt with, and was daily difcharging under their 
very nofes. ' 

Mr. T. Toumjbend warmly took up the latter part of the 
iearned Lord's fpcech, declaring it was the firft time he had 
sever heard it laid down as a Parliamentary princijple, that no 
{[entleman had a right to oppofe a tax unlefs ne fuggefted 
-another in its ftead. To find fit new taxes he declared to 
be thf; duty of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and of no 
other perfofl, Mr. Townflicnd alfo fpoke about the Scotch 
beer, and (kid he had once loft a' wager by laying that there 
was tiot as good \y^ex brewed in Scotland as in England, his 
friend having fent to Edinburgh for a butt of beer from a 
Mr. Bell, which; when he tafted, he was forced to confeft 
it was as pood beera^ any brewed in England. As he praifed 
it very highly, his friend paid him a perfonal compliment, 
but he WQuld leave the Houfe to confider how fincere a com- 
pliment it was^ whcfn hi$ fncnd told him he was a very hand- 
fome man ! 
The Lord Advorate rofe to ffxplain. 
IVfr, Fox^ in a moft animated fpeech, retorted on the Lord 
Advocate's argument about the Houfe's being obliged to 
agree to ways and means, after they had voted a fupply, and 
with great ingenuity applied it to Mr. Dunning's motions 
already voted, and thofe his learned friend ftill meant to pro- 
pofe. He faid the vote of Thurfday laft wa^ the fupply 
which the Houfe had voted in the cafe he alluded to, the twa 
refolutp;?s which pafTed the committee on Monday were the 
ways and means to make good that yotc of fupply. The 
beneficial ways and means, the beft^ the only ways and 
means that could anfwer that fupply already voted to the 
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people of England in compliance with their petitions ! He 
hopi^ there the learned Lord's dodlrine laid down this night 
-would hold goody and that the Hoiife, when the report of 
the committee was made, would difcharge their duty, and 
agree to the refolutions. If they did not, they failed in 
their duty, they d^ceivied the people, by promifing that they 
refufed to perform, and it would be mop manly to refcind 
the fefolution of Thurfday, than to let it (land. Mr. Fox 
declared he' fliduld vote againft the malt tax, becaufe be 
thought a better tax might be devifed, lefs oppreflive to the 
fubjeft and equally produ£live. ' ■/.-. 

Mi*. Sawbridge fpoke on the fame fide» 

Lord North, in a wgrm fpeech, anfwered every objedion 
that had been made againft the tax, and (hewed that it was 
a nece(rary tax, and that when it was rightly confidered, 
it would not be found by any means oppreffive to the poor. 
His Lordfliip repeated his opinion re(peaing a cyder tax, 
and faid, if ever it was impofed, it mull b^ in the fame 
manner as it had been laid the lad time, when it was fo 
much objeded to, notwithilanding that a conipofition of 40s. 
a-year would have entitled a family tonfifting of twenty per- 
fon^, to confume as inuch cyder as they thought proper. 
His Lordthip faid, any little alterations that gentleman had 
to propofe in the mode of impofition or colle&ion, would 
properly come under difcufTion, when the bill was referred 
' to a committee. 

After a few yroxA^ from Sir James Lowther, the queftion, 
♦* That thp bill be jrc^d a fecQnd time," piiffed without a 
divifion, 

April 13. 

The order of the day for the fecond reading of the bill for 
preventing revenue officers from voting at eleftions, was irad. 

Mr. Crewe rofe, and (hbrtly ftated, that the objedl of his 
bill was todiminifli the influence of the Crown, and contri- 
}>ute towards fccuring the independence of parliament, two of 
the matters chiefly defired by the people in their petitions, and 
therefore purpofes which that Honfe were bound in duty to 
their copffituents to fulfil, and which they had given a pro^ 
mife to fulfil by the refolution which they came to on Thurf- 
day laft, "That the influence of the croWn had encrcafcd, 
was encreafing, and ought to be diminifhed." Mr. Crewe 
faid further, that this bill did not take away, as might be fup- 
pofed, the franchifes of perfons holding offices in the cuftoms, 
^t only eftablifhed it as ^ rule, that vrhjle they ppflTcflfed oflScc* 

under 
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. under the immediate influence of the Crown, their right of 
voting for members to ferve in parliament (hould be fuf- 
pcnded. This he termed an effeaiial mode of reftniining 
the influence of the Crown without doors in one material 
inftancc, which he conceived ought to be their aim as much 
as endeavouring to redrain that influence within doors, or 
the work of reformation would only be done by halves. 

The Lord Athocate faid, he rofe with a determined refokj- 
tion to refift the bill, and declared he would refill all fuch 
bills, as long as he had a mouth to utter a fentence with, or 
legs to Aand upon ; becaufe he confidcred the bill as an at- 
tempt to make a violent alteration in the conilitution, without 
having firft efUblifhed proof that the conditution wanted al- 
teration, or that, if it did, the matter fuggefted by the bill 
would be the fort of alteration that was fit or neceflary. The 
bill appeared to him to be of a mod dangerous and alarming 
nature ; the principle of it was what he objeded to altoge- 
ther, and what he meant to oppofe ; for which reafon he rofe 
tooppofe it on the fecond reading, without waiting till it got 
- into a committee, which would be the proper time for thofe 
who approved the principle, but difliked the mode in which 
. the provifion$ of it were drawn up and dated* The principle 
£>f the bill was no lefs than a total disfranchifement of a large 
body of the eledorsof Great Britain, without proof of their 
having committed any crime to riender them deferving of fo 
fevere a punifhment. It had been faid, that the bill did not 
disfrarKhife the oflicers of the revenue, for if they chofe to 
, keep their right of voting^ they might do it on giving up their 
places* Good God! what was this but reducing them to 
the mod cruel of all poflible alternatives— either to lofe their 
franchiies or to (larve! Many of the revenue oflicers had for 
years followed the emplov of their prefent fituation, and 
maintained their families by their falaries. Many of them 
had left trad.es and occupations to which they could not now 
return, they mud therefore either give up their daily bread 
Of their franchife. Would any Englifliman who would give 
,himfelf time tp reflcifl a moment on this true ftate of the cafe, 
fay, he was prepared toeive his vote in fupport of ameafure 
fo violent, fo arbitrary, ^inimical to every principle of free- 
dom, and fo unjuft ? What had the revenue oflScer done to 
merit fuch treatment frona that Houfe ? And what right had 
that Houfe to take a ftride pf that kind, and at one da(h of 
the pen annihilate the franchifes of a large body of the fub- 
je£ls; without any reafon having bf en afligned farther than a 
mere aflertion, that it was confonant to the ^ra^et o€ \.Vv^ 
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petitions To to do, and without any proof being adduced, 
u^hich could at all tend to convince the Hotife that fuch' a 
i{ep was any way juftifiable. .He hoped, and he trufted that 
gentlemen were not inclined to adopt every rafli meaftire 
which might be propofed to them, merely becaufe the p^rfon 
fuggefting it, took upon him to aflert, that it was what the 
people defired, but that they would join with him in giving 
a direfi negative to the fccond reading of the bill then on 
their table. 

Lord John Qwendifl) rofe, and faid he could not agree with 
the learned Lord, either that it was fuch a bill as he had 
defcribed, or that it was fuch a bill as ought to be negatived. 
It ftruck him in a very diflFereni point of view. It ftruck 
him as a wife, a neceliary, and a falutary ftep towards that 
reformation, that endeavour todiminifli the enormous influ- 
ence of the Crown, which the people in their petitions unU 
verfally coinplained of, and which that Houfe, by a folemn 
refolution, had pronounced to be encreafed to fuch a degree, 
that it ought to be dimini(hed. He declared there was not 
a man living who held the franchifes of the people more fa- 
cred than he did, nor who would be more fcrupulousto touch 
them, but this bill did no fuch thing. It only held out an 
option to the revenue officer, either to quit his office, or to 
agree that this right of voting ihould be iufpcnded during the 
time that he held his employ ; and fo far was this from 
being a hardOiip to that defcription of men, he would take 
upon him to adert, that it would be a great kindnefs to them, 
and the very bed boon that Huufe could poilibly give them, . 
The learned Lord talked a great deal of the value of the 
franchifes of the officers of the revenue; did not the learned 
Lord know, did not every man who heard him know, that, 
in truth, the revenue officers had no franchife, and that it 
was abfolutely impoffible for them to give their votes freely 
and to the candidate whom they in their confciencesapprovccf, 
without endangering the lofs of their places ? The prefent 
bill, therefore, inftead of doing them an injury, would do 
them an eflential fervice. It would give them fecurity i)i 
their offices. It would make them eafy, it would mike tneiii 
happy ; it would, at the fame time, tend materiaHy to rcn* 
der that Houfe independent, and by demolifhing the undu6 
iifluence of the Crown without doors, add to the freeddrh 
of Parliament, and anfwer, as far as it went, one great en4 
of the petitions of the people, to which they v/ere bound tti 
pay attention. He, for thefe reafont;, approved moft hfcar^ 

tily 
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tily of the bill, and returned his (incere thanks to the ho- 
nourable membis^r who brought it in. 

Lord Nugent rofe to oppofe the bill, and before he faid a 
word more, he declared he was free to confefs that it wouk! 
ai&A his conftituents if it pafled. That, however, was 
not the ground on which he oppofed it, nor was it any con- 
fideration with hrm in any cafe, where the good of the people 
at large was the aim of any meafure which came into debate. 
He oppofed it, he declared to God, for no other purpofe, 
than becaufe he thought the principle of it foch, as no 
man, who r^rded the franchifes of the people as highly as 
he d}d, and, as every nuin who loved the Britifli conftitutioii 
niuft do, could ypprovc. What, take away the franchifes of 
a large body of men for no reafon but becaufe they' are re- 
venue officers ? Was there any thing criminal in ferving their 
-country, and in maintaining their families by the prochice 
of that fervice ? Surely no reafonable man would confent to 
fuch an unfair, fuch an unconftitutional propofition ! The 
noble Lord had faid that the bill gave them an option : it cer- 
tainly did, but what fort of an option ? The very option which 
the learned Lord had fo well defcribed, a choice of confent- 
ing to be disfranchifed, or of— ftarviiig. Nothing fliort of 
that. He had already faid, that many of his conftituents 
were revenue officers. They were fo. He had confefled it ; 
but that was not the ground on which he oppofed the bill- 
He was perfedlly fafe at St. Mawes; if he quarrelled with 
the noble Lord to*morrow, he defied the noble Lord, with all 
the revenue officers, to injure hiselc£lion, and he would tell 
the Houfe why, Five-fixths of the borough was his own 
property ; his conftituents were his tenants, and he was fure 
of his elefiion. ' He had no motive, therefore, but his con- 
yidion that the bill was a bad bill, and an improper one, 
which induced him to oppofe it. Let gentlemen recoiltcb 
how many years the franchifes of the eledlors of Great Bri- 
tain ftood upon their prefent footing, ever fince the 8ih of 
Henry VL He was fure he was right in hisaflertion as to 
the date, becaufe Mr. Sheridan had lately told the public fo, 
in thl>fe refolutioris of the Weflminffer comrtiittee drawn up 
"SLiiA figned by him when h^ was in the chair. Ought not 
gentlemen, therefore, 'to confider a little what they were 
doing? To recoiled Ihb reverence in which their anceftors 
had held the franchifes of the people, by not making any 
law affeSing them fince that Aft of Parliatnent which palftd 
in the reign of Henry VL and which then di^xanchifed a 
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great part' of the people. Befides, why had not a revenne 
ofBcer, if he was a freeholder of 405;. a year, as good a right 
to hold his franchife, which perhaps was his birthright, as 
any one gentleman in that houfe ? 

The noble Lord had faid revenue officers would have their 
choice either to give up their place or their franchife. Was 
there a man in England fo bafe minded as not to feel it the 
pride of his hearty that he lived in a country, perhaps die 
only country in the world in which every man had a right, 
as he could not a6l for himfelf in Parliament, (becaufe the 
aifembly would be abundantly too large for bufinefs if every 
man had a right to come to it,) to give his vote for the perfon 
he chofe to reprefent him in Parliament and z& for him? So 
that he virtually was bound by liws of his own making, and 
to which, by his reprefentative, he had given his confent. 
Then why ftifle that pride, that honefl pride ? Why deerade 
Engliflimen and deprive them of their mod glorious right ? 
What-— do it merely becaufe they were revenue officers-*- 
Abfurdand unjuft! 

Oh, but perhaps he (hould be called, * The old rat of the 
conftitution,' for holding this doflrine ! The noble Lord who 
had picafcd to bedow that title upon him, was always in- 
clined to take the greatefl liberties with his bed friends, and 
thofe who really wifbed him fmcerely well* Perhaps the 
noble Lord thought they would be the laft to be offended 
with him. He did alTure the noble Lord, he was not offend- 
ed. There was no harm in the appellati»n<— it was a ftroke 
of innocent humour. He had been puzzled, however, to 
tlifcover through what chink of the noble Lord^a (kull the 
old rat had crept into his head, and he had been puzzled to 
find out why he was called the old rat of the conftitutioo. 
He faw in the newfpaper which he had read that morning, 
there was a paragraph upon it, and the news writer vt^as alfu 
puzzled how to account for the title. He had endeavoured 
to difcover what property of a rat belonged to him. Did 
the noble Lord think he w:^ one of thofe who would run 
away from the conflitution, when.it was in danger, as a rat 
would run away from a falling houfe ? He did aflfure the 
noble Lord he would not. As long as his friendly limbs 
would enable him, and friendly he had a right to call theni, 
for they had borne him for nearly 71 years, he would (land 
up and fapport it. Support it to the lad hour of his life, let 
who would endeavour to pull it down and undermine it, un^ 
der pretence of nccclTary alteration ; better to be buried un«- 

dcr 
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der the ruins o( the conditiitiony than to furvive it. He 
would go ftill farther, — he would fuppdit the minifier; the 
noble Lord in the blue ribbon (hould have his fupport, be* 
caufe he was convinced from long experience, that the noble 
Lord wiflied well to his country, and had a true love for 
the conftitution. The noble Lord would fooner die than 
fuifer it to be impaired. He liked the noble Lord for it. 
He had voted with, him in the time of his profperity, he 
would vote for him now. Having thus difavowed one of the 
qualities of a rat, he would tell the Houfe which of the qua- 
lities of that animal he admired, and he bid the other fide of 
the Houfe beware and copy them. A rat was fometimes in* 
tent on acquiring good things. It thought it had a right to 
vifit the bread-room and the cook's cabin. It would go 
there, but it always cautioufly avoided gnawing through the 
fides of the vcflel ; it never made a hole which would endan- 
ger the (hip. . Let the gentlemen in oppofition hold this in 
their minds ; let them, if they thought they. had a right to 
force their way into the bread-room, go there and get their 
fhare of the good things ; but let them take care how they 
-forced out a plank of the ihip's fide, let them take care 
that in their zeal for alteration, they did not fink the veffeh 
He faid the noble Lord who had called him an old rat, had 
fomething of a rat in his own conditution, he liked good 
things ; he remembered when the noble Lord was fome years 
ago on a viiit at his houfe, he was fond of going into the 
iCttok's pantry and the dairy. Indeed he mud tell the Houfe 
he had at that time a remarkable pretty dairy-maid. [A 
roar of fome minutes throughout the Houfe.] After more 
laughable matter, his Lordfhip recurred to ferious argument^ 
and contended very ftrenuoufly againft the bill, repeating 
^he grounds of .objedion which he had dated in the former 
part of his fpeech. 

Lord George Gordon rofe the moment Lord Nugent fat 
down, and faid, as to the noble Lord's dairy-maid he did not 
recoile£l any thing about her ; but if the fa£l was as the 
Doble Lord had dated, it was a proof that he was fond of 
jgood things and pretty girls at a very early age, for he 
was but between fix and feven years old when he was on a 
vifit at the noble Lord's houfe. He declared, as foon as he 
grew to years of maturity, and became acquainted with 
public aflrairs,- he had broken off all manner of connexion 
with the noble Lord. The noble Lord might be, and he 

believed 
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t>elicved he was a very worthy chara£ler in private life, a 
good-naturedy humorous, fecial man. But his public cori* 
dud and political principles were not at all to his Hktng, he 
had not therefore wantonly or in fport. beflowed the appek> 
lation on him ; but he had fpoken from his heart, and cal- 
led him what he really thought he was, when he had termed 
him one of the old rats of the conftitutinn, 

Mr. Tumtr warmly reprehended all foch ribbaldry lind 
nonfcnfe, calculated merely to create a laugh, and Xo an- 
fwer QO good purpofe. He faid he was a ferious man, and 
had not the talent by ftrokes of wit and humc^r, to excite 
merriment, and if he had, he would not attempt it ; the 
times were (crious, and it was no hour for latigbter^ The 
noble Lord had boafted, that he was fure of his elcAion at 
St. Mawes, becaufe the borough was his own property; 
~then who were his conftituents ? Cujum Pecusf The noble 
Lord had no conftituents, he reprefented himfelf, and no- 
body elfe ; his argument therefore went for nothing* Mr. 
Turner contended that the Houfe were bmind to pafs the 
bill, that they muft do it, the people of England had^ti- 
tioned for it, and who would gainfay the people of Eng- 
land? They would have their way, they had a right to 
it, for the conftitution of this country was a republic. He 
repeated it, he faid, in the face of all the crown lawyers, 
and let them make the moft of it, a republic, and one of the 
finefl in the world! He had held this language to the peo- 
ple in Weftminfier Hall, and he would hold it every where. 
Where the monarch was limited by the fame lawi that 
governed the fubjed, it certainly was a republic and nothing ^ 
elfe. 

General dmvay fpoke in a manner exceedingly decided 
and in favour of the bill, as a meafure perfeflly agreeable 
to the petitions, and as a necedary confequence to the 
refolution which the Houfe had come to on Thurfday 
laft. 

Lord Beauchamp fpoke againft the bill, and anfwered fe- 
veral parts of Lord John Cavendiih's fpeech. The noble 
Lord had faid the revenue officers had ah option, he begged 
to fay it was an option without choice, and therefore it was 
no option. His Lordlhip HKtwcd that the former bill on a 
fimilar fubjeft which had been brontjKt in ten years fmce, 
was opened to the Houfe on very different grounds, for be 
particularly remembered the manner in which the honour- 
able gentleman who brought it in^ had opened it. He faid 

he 
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he was forry to differ from his worthy relation, brtt he faw 
the whole matter in a very different point of view. His 
Lordihip then defended the franchises of the people on true 
conftitiitional grounds. 

Sir Jhomas Qofffring declared he muft, for the fake of 
confiftency, oppofe the hill. He faid, he had oppofed the 
former bill of a fimilar nature, which had been brought in 
by the late Mr. Dowdefwell, and affigned hrs reafons for fo 
doing. He did not believe that any luch infiucnce as was 
fuppofed to be exerted over revenue officers by miniflen, was? 
exerted ; and as a proof of it, he informed the Houfe, that 
a few days ago he had received a letter from an ek<ftor of a 
certain borough, who was a revenue officer ; he had never 
ktn the man but once in his life, and when he read the let- 
ter, with difficulty recollefted the man's name and hand- 
writing. In the letter the eleSor wrote him word, that he 
had formerly done him a piece of fervice, while adding as a 
magiftrate where he refided, that now the eteftor was a 
voter for fuch a place, fpecifying where, and if he would 
let him know which of his friends he wifhed him to ferve, 
he would give him his vote at the next elcflion. This Sir 
Thomas faid was the fort of influence that prevailed, not the 
influence of- the crown ; and would gentlemen deftroy the 
influence of gratitude, gratitude for paft favours ? He men- 
tioned alfo an eleflion contef! which he cmce had, zni 
declared that fo far from having any caufe to dread the influ- 
ence of the crown over revenue officers, he would gladly 
have refied his eleftion upon them atone. He concluded 
with faying he fhould give his negative to the bill. 

Mr. Poivys woridered that the honourable baronet, who 
had juft fpoken, who was one of the majority of 233, wha 
voted the refolution bf Thurfday laCl, fliould fo foon fly ofF 
from the conduA which that vote bound gentlemen who 
were for it, to obferve. He defired the refolution might be 
read. The clerk read it at the table* 

Mr. Powys then rofe again, and endeavoured to lay it 
down as a maxim, that every member of the ^33 who vetoed 
for the refolution which had been juft read, had bound him- 
lelf down, and flood pledged to the people to comply with 
the prayers of their petitions, and to fupport fuch meafures 
as fhould be propofed for diminifhing the influence which 
they had decided to- be ihcreafed, increafing, and that it 
ought to be diminifhed. It was impoffible to efltft that 
pirpofe, if fome fteps were not taken to purge .the eleflors. 
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as well as the elefledy to xliminifh the influence ivithout 
doors, as well as the influence within* His learndl friend's 
two propofitions of Monday la(l» he ftated to be the means 
that tended to diminifli tne influence over the ele£led^ 
and the prefent bill would have the fame effedt upon the 
elcdlors. 

Sir Thomas Qavering rofe again, and faid he undoubtedly 
-was one of the 233, and fo far from being afliamed of it, 
it wns his boafl and his pride, but he could not fubfcribe ta 
the idca^ that having by that vote aflerted a general propo* 
fition, that therefore he was bound down to fupport every 
mcafure that (hould be propofed, with a view to diminifli 
the influence of the crown, whether the meafnre fo propofcd 
appeared to him to be a wife meafure or not. He had al- 
ready dated that he had oppofed the former bill of Mr. 
Dowdcfwell, and he would tell the honourable gentleman 
who fpoke laft, one great ground of objedion to the pre- 
fent bill, which (truck htm, and that was, the very ground 
on which the honourable gentleman had refted his argument^ 
to prove that he ought to fupport the bill, viz. becaufe it 
went to attack the rights of elcdors. He had no manner 
of objeftion to purging that Houfe of the influence of the 
Crown as much as poffible, they had a right fo to do, and 
it was wife and proper ; but he did not feel that he had any 
right to disfranchife a large body of the eledors, without a 
caiife fufliciently ftrong to warrant fuch a violent ftep, be- 
ing firft (hewn. An Englifhman's franchife was bis beft 
privilege, and he (hould never be very willing to meddle 
with it. 

Mr. RolU aflerted that the revenue officers were under the 
influence of the crown, which was often exerted againft in- 
dependent gentlemen in a very violent manner. In order to 
fupport the aflfert ion, he inftanced a cafe in which his father 
bad been greatly injured by it. His father> he faid, had 
ferved a certain borough in Devonfhire for two Parliaments, 
and his grandfather before him. When his father came to 
iiand at the third eledion, he found a court candidate fent 
down to oppofe him, and in confequence of the great ex- 
ertion of the influence of the crown againft him, he loft 
his eledlion. I'he court candidate carrying it merely by the 
majority occafioned by the great number of revenue officerSt 
who had by mandate from the miniiieri been forced to vote 
againft him. 

The 
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The Solicitor General began his fpeech with declaring it 
had given him extreme pain to fee a worthy Baronet, and a 
very good friend of his, who was as independent, as honeft, 
and as refpe£table a charader as any within thofe walls, 
treated in fo unfair and unhandfome a manner^ as to have 
a refolution of the Houfe on a former night, and which had 
no relation whatever to the prefent que(tion, read upon his 
rpeech. The honourable ^ronet, nor no man elfe, was 
bound, by that refohuion which had been read, to vote for 
the pfefent bill. It was not tnie, neither was it candid to 
argue that every gentleman who made that majority of 233, 
ftood pledged to the people of England, to- vote for the pre- 
fent bill, or for any other mealure introduced under the 
pretext that it was a itieafure calculated to diminifh the 
influence of the crown. With regard to the bill, he thought 
it a very violent attack on the conflitutional rights of the 
fubjeft, an attempt to disfranchife a large defcription of 
eledors, without any reafon whatever. Gentlemen hadfaiJ, 
it would be a boon to the revenue officers, and a great fa- 
vour. Where was the proof of that alfertion ? Had the 
officers of the revenue aflced any fuch favour of the Honfe ? 
Where were their petitions ftating that they wifhed to have 
fi:.'h a boon granted them? He did expeft, before gentle- 
men went fo far as to make fuch aflbrtions, not one fy liable 
of which he could poflibly credit, that they would in com- 
mon decency have end avoured to fupport their aflfertions by 
proof of fome fort. The Solicitor added feveral very able 
arguments againft the bill, declaring, that he mod certainly 
would vote againft it. 

Mr. T, Townjhead argued very ftrenuoufly in defence of 
the bill. He faid the influence of the crown over revenue 
officers, was notoriotis. That there was not a gentleman 
who had ever had a conteited elc£lion at a fea-port town 
that had not felt the eHFefts of it. He mentioned the man- 
dates of the minifter at election times to thofe officers as 
much more cruel and unjufl than the purport of the bill^ 
which he contended was a boon, and not an injury, to the 
defcription of men in queflion. He reminded Lord Beau- 
champ of a tranfaftion relative to the borough of Orford, 
in order to convince him that the influence of the crowa 
over boroughs did exift, aflerting at the fame time, that the 
treafury had disfranchifed that borough merely to oblige a 
particular family in whofe hands it now was. And as a 
farther proof of the crown *s ufing its influence in boroughs, 
where the eleflion was almoft wholly carried by the voi^^^^l 
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jevenuc officers, he mentioned the frequent change of the 
feats of the members who reprefented the cinque ports, in- 
llancing the fecretary at war, who in * the laft Parliament 
had reprefented Harwich, had then (kipped away to Haft- 
ings, and he fnppofed at the next election would travel ftill 
further, declaring that it was a rule with the crown* never to 
let a natural intereft arife between the reprcfentativc of one 
«)f their boroughs and the reprefented, but to move the 
member by the time his conftituents became acquainted with 
him. 

Mr. John Johnjlone and Mr. Demffler in fhort fpeecTies 
fupported the bill, on the ground of its being diredly and 
ftri6lly conformable to the petitions of the people. 

Mr. Pitt in a few wonis contended, that the prefetit bill 
was fuch as he approved, becaufe it immediately grew out of 
^he principles of the conftitution. 

Lord OrifrJey fpokc in favour of the bill likewife. 

Sir 4(/am Fcrgitffon objefled jufl on the oppoflte ground 
to that taken by Mr. Pin, whom he refpeSfully termed the 
very eloquent gentleman. Sir Adam faid, he had examined 
the bill very carefully, and had endeavoured to fee if he 
could trace in it one idea confliiutibnally founded, but that 
his fearch was in vain. He reprobated the dodrine, thit 
thofe who voted for the refolulion of Thurfday laft, flood 
pledged to the people to vote for this bill, as neither libe- 
ral nor juft. He pointed out the great injury that the bill 
was built upon ; and faid, he was convinced if the crowir 
had the influence over the officers of the revenue, whicli 
had been faid, it was rarely if ever exerted, or in the coiirfe 
of the debate fome glaring inflanccs of it would have been 
ftated ; for thefe reafons he fhould give his vote againft the 
bill. 

Sir iniUam Meredith and Sir George Yonge both fpoke in 
favour of the bill. 

Sir Matthew P^hite Ridley faid, he had flood a contefted 
ele<5iion at the large town of Newcaftle, in and near which 
there certainly were a great number of revenue officers, vrtio 
were voters, but that he had not perceived any marks of that 
influence which had bcch fo much talked of in the courfe of 
the debate. He faid he was one of the 233 majorhy, but 
he did not hold himfelf bound by his vote of ThurOay laft 
to vote for the prcfent bill, or any other which hefhoiild not 
approve. With regard to the bill, it appeared to him high- 
ly objcdlionable. He ftated that there was oihey influence 

beTides 
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befides the influence the. bill afFefied to diminifh. The 
influence of the crown was more exerted in the dock-yanls 
of Hampihire, than over the revenue oflicers. He faid he 
had lately been at the launching of a 74 gun fliip^ and on 
aflcing who was to command her, he had been told the mayor 
of Huntingdon, who was to have gone out with Sir George 
Rodney, hut kept at home to have the new (hip. This fort 
of influence appeared to hinv a much fitter .obje6l for Parlia*. 
meutary diminution, than the influence the pxefent bill was 
defigned to corred. 

Lord Hinchinbroke rofc to explain the circumftance relative 
to the 74 gun (hip, and faid the honourable gentleman a 
little miilook the matter ; the captain appointed to the com* 
mand of that (hip was not the mayor of Huntingdon, he 
was an alderman of that town, and might have pafTed the 
office of mayor, but he was alfo a vtvy refpe£lable officer. 
Sir Richard Bickerton, who. had been too ill to go with Sir 
George Rodney. 

Sir Richard Worjley declared, he had lately flood an 
eledion for the coimty of .Southampton, but that he 
did not feel that influence among the men in the dock«- 
yards, which the honourable Baronet had fpoken of. Sir 
Richard alfigned his reafons, for difapproving of. the prefent 
bill. 

Mr. F'iXy with his wonted ability, fupported the bill, ami 
anfwered the various obje6tions that had been made to it. 
He told Sir Matthew White Ridley, that he had never been 
oppofed by a court candidate, or he would have felt the 
weight of that influence the prefent bill was deligned to 
correal. With regard to the honourable Baronet who had 
lately flood a contefl for Southampton, he verily believed 
he had not felt the influence of the crown fufficiently, that 
was fuflSciently for his purpofe ;. if he had, he moft certainly 
would at that moment have been the reprefentaiive of the 
county. He faid it did not follow that the influence of the 
crown did not exift in the county. He had loft his eledion, 
— Why? Becaufe the whole- county, exafperated at the 
frequent excrcife of that influence, had leagued together to 
oppofe it. This argument he applied alfo to the declaration 
made by various fpcakers yeflerday and the preceding day, 
that, the majority which carried the queftion .6n Thurfday 
lafl, was a plain proof that the influence complained of did 
. not exift. Mr, Fox took up this, upon the reverfe of the 
propofition, and faid> the numbers th^t were leagued xo> 
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gether to diminifli that influence, proved that it did exift, 
and that to fuch a degree as to require a great majority to 
form a league for its defl;ru£tion. So with the league aeainft 
Vemce : it never had been faid that the republic of Venice 
was weak, becaufe the league againft it was formidable. 
On the contrary, the formidablenefs of the league was al- 
ways admitted as an unanfwerable proof of the power 
of the republic. Mr. Fox with great ingenuity turned 
feveral other arugments of the oppofers of the bill againft 
them. 

Lord North replied tt) Mr. Fox*s allufion to the league 
againft Venice. He faid the honourable gentleman alluded, 
he fuppofed, to the famous league of Cambray, a league 
formed by the firft and mod powerful men in Europe, men 
of the grcateft talents and moft diftinguiflied abilities, but 
men who had formed their league upon wilful mifrepre* 
fentations, and the apprehenfions unjuftly raifed in the 
minds of the people. The powers who made the league 
were the King of Arragon, the Emperor, the King of 
France, and the Pope. Their objeA was the obtainment 
of the pofieiHons of the republic of Venice. Their league 
ended in a divifion of the fpoil. One power took pofleifion 
t)f one port, a fecond of another, a third of another, and 
a fourth of another ; till after feizing the various ports 
of the republic [Mr. Fox called out the cinque ports of 
Venice !] the cinaue ports, if gentlemen chufe it, they fell 
out among themielves, and the bad principles of their 
league, their own mercenary and interefted motives came 
out, and they met with that univerfal contempt and detefta- 
tion which fuch men, and all who form fuch leagues, well 
deferve. His Lordihip followed this with arguments, that 
the bill was unconftitutiondl, violent, and unjuft. In the 
courfe of his fpeech, he rallied oppofition on their con- 
clu£l fmce they had been a majority, and imputed all their 
hade, violence, and error, to their being unacquainted with 
the manner in which the majorities of that Houfe were 
ufed to adl. He repeatedly threw out, that he had reafon 
to think from the honourable gentleman's fj^^ch, that he 
ihould that evening have the honour to be in a majority 
again. 

Mr. Burhe replied. 

Befide the above-mentioned Speakers, in the course oS 
the debate Mr. Rous, Mr. Byng, and Mr. Spencer Stan- 
4iope, argued in favour of the bill ; Mr. Jenkinfen, 

Mr. 



A. 1780. DEBATE S. 163 

Mr. Greaves^ Sir William Bagot^ and Sir John Wrottefley 
agatnft it. 

At a quarter paft ten the Houfe divided^ when the numbers 
\^ere9 Ayes 195, Noes 224, befide two tellers on each fide. 
The bill was therefore thrown out. 
April 14. 

Lord Beauchamp moved, that the Houfe do refolve itfelf 
into a committee, in purfuance of the notice given by himi 
the preceding day, that he meant to bring in a bill for per- 
mitting the planters and others in the ifland of Grenada and 
the Grenadines to export their produce to Great Britain in 
neutral bottoms. His Lordfhip obferved, that a like favour 
bad been already granted to the inhabitants of Dominica, 
and endeavoured to ihew how much better entitled the inha- 
bitants of Grenada were to the indulgence alluded to than 
thofe of £>oipin)ca. The former had made a vigorous defence, 
had hazarded every thing, and by their fpirited conduA 
created fuch a refentment in the breads of their enemies, that 
they would give them no terms. In particular they refi(le<i 
one propofition with the utmoft contempt, that was, that 
they ihould promife not to remit or pay any of the debts they 
owed to thej people of this country. On the other hand, the 
inhabitants of Dominica made little or no refiftance, but 
furrendercd upon' terms greatly advantageous to themfelves— »• 
the fending their effects to Great Britain in neutral bottoms, 
the full fecurity and protection of the free enjoyment of 
their religion and property, and even as far as, in cafe the 
ifland fliould be retained by France at the conclufion of the 
war, the enjoyment of their laws, cudoms, and municipal 
immunities. 

' Dominica was already in poflcflion of the favour now aiked 
for Grenada, and he prefumed the Houfe would not be againft, 
at leaft, putting them upon an equal footing. 

The Houfe then refolved itfelf into a committee, to con- 
fider of the noble Lord's propofition, Sir Charles Bunbury 
in the chair. 

Sir George Tonge faid a few words, referving his opi- 
nion, till the propofition fliould con^e in the fliape of a 
till. . 

The Houfe being refumed. Sir Charles reported thej-efolu- 
tion, which was, that leave be given to bring in a bill, to 
permit the produce of the ifland of Grenada to be exported 
to Great Britain in neutral bottoms. — ^A bill was ordered 
to be brought in purfuant to faid refolution. 

. M 2 C^laNX'^V 
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Colonel Barre ftated fevcral ftrong fa£ls t© the Houfe, 
complaining that the orders ilfued for the produftion of pa- 
pers and accounts had not been complied with. He inftan- 
ccd this in the pay-office, the pavy, the office of chamber- 
lains of the exchequer, &c. In the laft office in particular^ 
the return was 52I. per annum, without fees, whereas it was 
well known that the falary and fees together amounted 
to nearly 700I. a-year ; two of the chamberlains were 
nearly, related to the noble Lord in the blue ribbon. He 
had applied to the noble Lord for his afliftance ; the noble 
Lord had promifed it. He would not now fay how 
far the noble Lord had kept his word ; but this he would fay, 
that he thought it a little extraordinary that the noble Lord, 
being fo nearly concerned, both as a man and a minifter, 
fliould permit fo grofs an impofition to be put on the Houfe. 
What again was the return of the pay-office ? (we prefume 
he meant the treafurer of the navy-ofBcc) None of the fees 
of office received by tlie pay-mafter were ffated in the re- 
turn ; but fome of the fees . received by the inferior officers 
were, in particular that of the deputy pay-tmafler, whichj 
within the laft twelve months amounted to 5762I. 

There were other fees onlkted in the return, of which 
he was well informed^ The clerks never, he underftood, 
paid odd pence, and thofe vvho paid the navy bills had a 
jthilling in every guinea, which they flopped as a perquifite. 
In fliort, the accounts produced anfwered no other purpof(5 
whatever but to puzzle and diftrafl thofe who took the 
trouble to perufe them. 

Lord North faid, his fon was one of the chamberlains of 
the exchequer ; there were fees moft certainly received in 
that office, but perhaps they might not be entered as fiich. 
The falary was 52!. a-year ; but the perquifites were not 
fo much as the honourable gentleman had flated ; he under- 
fiood, that (alary and perquifites together, did not amount 
to more than 500I. per annum. 

He, however, highly difapproved of the return — no per- 
quifites, when it was well kjaown, that perquifites were really 
and openly received. It rauft, indeed, have proceeded from 
negleS, for he was perfuaded it could not have proceeded 
from defign. 

Mr. ElUsj (treafurer of the navy) endeavoured to ex- 
plain the matter fo tar as it related to his office. The pur- 
port of what he faid was merely this, that he called all his 
clerks together, (hewed them the accounts ; aiked them if 

they 
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they, approved of the mariner in which they were drawn up ? 
They replied in the affirmative, and then Be figned them. 

Lord Newhnven enumerated a long lift of accounts which 
he had moved for, every one of which had* been either 
evaded or not produced. 

Sir Grey Cooper took fire at this : faid the noble Lord was 
Ignorant of what he moved for, or the proper mode of mov- 
ing for the accounts he wanted. As to the negleft of return- 
ing the fees of the chamberlains of the exchequer, he fup- 
pofed they were received by the deputy chamberlain, and fo 
handed over by him to the principal. He faid, the treafury 
was not a board of receipt, and, confequently, if there was 
Any negleft, it was not imputable either to that* board or 
the fecretaries. 

Lord Newhaven was equally warm in reply ; he faid, he 
thought he underftood accompts, at leaft as well as the ho- 
nourable Baronet, and was proceeding in the fame drain, 
but called to order by the Houfe, as was Sir Grey, who rofe 
to anfwer him, and made ufe of feveral ftrong expreffions ; 
here the affair ended. 

Lord George Gordon prefented a petition againft the aft 
pafled in the 1 8th of his prefent Majefty, in favour of the 
koman Catholics, from the town of Folkftone, in the coun- 
ty of Kent. He then produced a great bundle of papers, 
which he was preparing, to read. The Houfe teftified a 
very full and complete difapprobation of the noble Lord*s 
budget ; but his Lordfliip feemed refolved to perfift in laying 
his precious documents before the Houfe. It was at length 
fuggefted to him that the Speaker was indifpofed : his Lord- 
Ihip then made feveral handfome apologies to the chair, 
and fat down without giving the Houfe any further 
trouble. 

Mr. Dunning now rofe, and faid he was forry to under- 
ftand that his learned friend in the chair was indifpofed^ 
He knew the temper and difpofition of his learned friend too 
well, to fuppofe that fuch an intimation would come from 
him as long as he was able to keep his feat ; but as he was 
about to propofe a matter of the firft confequence, and what 
fropudts nature might be produdlive of a protraded debate, 
he would be glad to know, before he proceeded on the bu- 
finefs, whether his learned friend was in fuch aftate of health 
^s would permit him, tvithout doing himfclf an injury, to 
do his duly, 

M 3 The 
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The Speaker rofe and informed the Houfc, that he was 
indifpofedy aivd had been fo for fome time; but^ notwithftand- 
ing that he was ready to do his duty, fooner than impede 
or retard the public budnefs. 

Lord John Cavendijh paid him many handfome cotnp1i« 
mentSy and acknowledged the high obligations which that 
Houfe owed him for his manly and independent condnd, for 
his unremitting attention to the duties of his ofSce, and his 
abilities in the ftation which he had filled for fo many 
years in that Houfe, Probably a recefs from the inceflant 
toils and labours attending his office might prove the means 
of once more reftoring his fervices to that Houfe and the 
public. An adjournment was the only means^— fuppofe for 
a week, or till Monday fe'nnight. 

The Speaker then rofe ; faid, that for the laft day or two 
he had been extremelyill, and was far from beitig well for 
feveral months pad. The conAant attention to the difcbarge 
of his duty had greatly impaired his health ; he was too full 
of gratitude and regret for pad favours, and the appreheniion 
that he muft decline thofe fervices which it was at once his 
pride and duty to render to that Houfe. He was advanced 
xn years ; he was in a bad ftate of health ; he feared the time 
neceflfary to the reilofation of it, fhould that happen to be 
the cafe, would be much longer than the public exigsncy of 
affairs would permit, and he therefore hoped the Houie would 
pot impute to him any want of attention to the public fer- 
vice, any want of refpeft to them, if he (hould decline any 
longer remaining in a fituation in which he could not render 
himfelf ferviceable, or anfwer the end of hts appointment* 
He did not mean to anfwer for events, but this he muft in 
candour acknowledge, that he much doubted whether his 
longer fitting in that chair would anfwer the expeftations of 
the Houfe. 

Lord Norths after pafling feveral compliments on the 
Speaker, obferved, that there was a vaft deal of bnfmefs be- 
fore the Houfe, which it would be extremely detrimental to 
the public to poftpone. He hoped the learned gentleman 
had no real thoughts of refigning; but if he had, nor c^ould 
not think of remaining longer in his prefent fituatlCHTV he 
thought it would be very proper for the Houfe to know ft in 
tinie. He trufted, and fincerely wifhed that would not be 
the cafe ; fuppofe, therefore, inftead of Monday fe'nnight^ 
that the Houfe fbould adjourn to Wednefday next. 

Mr, 
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Mr. Dunning then rofc and moved, that at the rifing of 
this Houfe, it do adjourn till Monday fe'nnight. He made 
this motion, he faid, in expedation that his learned friend 
would, on that day, be able to fill that chair. 

The Speaker again rofe, and gave the following narrative 
of his illnefs : That he had been taken ill late in the month 
of February laft with a very fevere cold, as he thought, 
the effeft of which was a fevere cough, by which, at times, 
he-was near being ftrangled or fuffbcated. He was in good 
health, and feemingly of a found conftitution, when he took 
that chair, and for the moft part fo till the period mentioned. 
His conftant attendance there prevented him from taking 
medicine ; for his phyfician, while he continued in the con- 
ftant performance of his duty, thought medicine might be 
dangerous, but could adminifter no efiedual relief. He 
continued in this ftate of health till the riflng of that Houfe 
before the Eafter recefs. He fhould have added, that hrs 
phyficianf told him that it was a gouty complaint. He muft 
confefs, that he was almoft worn out and exhaufted before 
the recefs, though he endeavoured anxioufly to conceal it 
from that Houfe. 

The recefs in forne meafure reftored him; but, as hi^ 
phyfician informed him, the fame diforder returned, though 
in a different way. The firft day after the recefs he was 
again attacked with a fevere cold, which sCfFeded him on 
one fide of his head, and continued gradually to increafe till 
within the two laft days, when it arofe to a degree no longer 
to be borne, confiftent with the proper difcharge of his duty 
to that Houfe. His phyfician had informed him, that it 
was the return of the fame gouty matter which had again at- 
tacked him, though in a different part. He could undertake 
to promife nothing ; but by what he could judge from his 
own feelings, he feared that he muft decline his prefent fitu* 
ation. The noble Lord in the blue ribbon he was much 
obliged to ; bnt he was perfuaded that a delay of one or two 
days would not put him in a ftate, or enable him to refume 
that chair. 

General Cmway faid the feafon was fuch as would not adinit 
of delay ; that there were feveral matters of infinite confe- 
quence before the Houfe, which muft all ftand ftill, particu- 
larly a iTvotion prom i fed to be made by an honourable gentle- 
man, rcfpe<Eling America, which flood for that day ; if there- 
fore the learned gentleman's ftate of health would not permit 
bw sttcmbnce, he dmibted not but there were precedents 
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wliich provided for the indifpofition of a fpeaker, by appoint. 
ing one pro tempore \ if fo, he wiQied moft fincerely that ihofe 
precedents might be reforted to in the prcfent inftance, by 
which means the bufinefs of the nation would not ftand ftilf, 
and that Houfe might again avail itfclf of the fcrvices of the 
learned gentleman. 

Lord T/orth faid it was necefTary to know, whether th^ learn- 
ed gentleman, fhoqUl the adjournment be put off till Monday 
fc'nnight, had reafon to believe that he would then be ready to 
attend his duty, becaufe if he was, Jiowever inconvenient it 
might be, he ihould agree with chearfulnefs to ih^ motion 
now made; if, on the other hand, there (hould be no ground 
for any fuch expedation, he thought no time ought to be loft 
in the prefect preffing exigency of public bufinefs. 

Sir George Tonge faid, that a delay of a few days could be of 
no great confequence ; that the Speaker's health might be re-r 
ftored, and that his return to that chair, would be an ampio 
compenfation for the delay. Mr. T. Townftend and Mr« 
Fox, faid a few words to the fame purpofc. 

Mr. Eden faid, that there was a bill which paffcd that Houfe, 
for opening certain ports in America, which would be return-t 
ed on Monday from the Lords ; that if the Houfes ilhould 
adjourn over that day, the fhips now bound to America would 
be delayed for feveral days, and lofe the opportunity, much 
to the detriment of the merchants, and the piiblic in generaU 

Sir George Tonge faid, this would deftroy the intended iudul- 

fence, for it was he introduced the bill alluded to, the other 
loufe had not only delayed pafling it, but had introduced fe- 
veral amendments into it. He knew the amendments, and 
for one would oppofe them. If he fpokc, another might fpeak, 
and that might be produflive of debate, confequently the 
meeting on Monday would totally defeat the indulgence pro- 
pofed. 

Mr. Alderman Hayley confirmed what had been advanced by 
Mr. Eden relative to the failing of the trade fleet to America. 

Lord North at length fettled the matter, by faying that he 
woftld grant a warrant from the trcafury, and he fuppofed tho 
m^rchants-woujd truft tp that aflTurance. The Houfe wsw »c«» 
cordingly adjourned to Monday the 24th inftant. 
April 24. 

A bill for opening the port of New -York, and allowing S| 
free importation from this country to New- York, in Iiko 
planner as if the prohibitory aft had never paflfed, being 
brought back from the Houfe of liOiis with fome gp^eiu)^ 
fpents^ 
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Governor Pozunall rofe, and begged 'to call the attention of 
the Houfe to a matter of great importance to the trade of this 
country, and to its firft commercial interefts. He then dated 
that he had been honoured with the directions of the Houfe 
to prepare and bring in a bill for the purpofe aimed at by the 
bill brought back at that moment from the Lords ; that a 
rough draft of a bill, containing what he fufped^ed would be 
attempted, and what^ by the amendments made by the Lords, 
he now faw had been attempted, was prefented to him ; this 
was no other than an endeavour to put the trade from Great 
Britain to New- York under military government, and fubje<3: ' 
it to the caprice of a military officer, vyhether a commander ia 
chief, a captain, or even a lieutenant, or,1n fhort, any officer, 
who happened from accident, to have the command at the 
port for which the goods. fhipped from Great Britain were 
cleared out ; that the moment he read the rough draft con- 
taining fuch a purport, as he had flated, knowing that it was 
by no means confonant to the fentiments of the Houfe, whea 
they diredled him to prepare and bring in a bill, he infpedled it 
^nd prepared that bill, which had pafTed the Houfe almoft 
without alteration, but in which the Lords had made amend- 
ments tending to alter its nature, and pervert it in the way he 
had mentioned. This he conceived to be a matter of great 
importance, and a matter well worthy the ferious notice of 
the Houfe ; he fliould therefore move, that the amendments 
l)e printed, and th^t they be t^ken into confideration the firft 
ppen day. 

Sir George Tonge^ Mr. Dempfter and others, fpokc on the 
occafion, each of them concurring with Governor Pownall as 
to the importance of the matter opened by him to the Houfe. 
In order to avoid interrupting the material bufmefs expeded 
to come on, it was argued not to print the amendments, till 
they had been deliberately read by the clerk, in order that the 
Houfe might judge how far it became them to print them, 
and what was the next flep fit to be taken refpeding them* 
Thurfday next was the day fixed on for taking the amend* 
ments made by the Lords into confideration* 

After a variety of cornmon bufinefs, the order of the day 
>vas called for, when the Speaker rok in his chair, and returned 
}iis hearty and fincere thanks to the Houfe for their repeated 
kindnelfes to him, during the time he had the honour of hold- 
ing the diAinguifhed fituation to which they had eleded him, 
bpt moft particularly for their late very great indulgence to 
him, and the manner in. which it had been granted. The 
\s^\mt he faid, h^4 made fo deep gQ impreifion ocv hl^n>i;t)d> 
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that he trufted it never would be erafed ; and he did aflurc the 
Houfe in confequence of it, that the very ferious and impor- 
tant public bufinefs then before them (hould have no farther 
interruption on his account, being determined contrary to the 
wifhes of his friends, and contrary to the advice of his phy- 
iicianS) to perfevere at all hazards in the difcharge of his duty, 
at leaft for the prefent feflion, provided he found himfelf at all 
capable of undergoing the laborious fatigues of his office, and 
as long as his fervices (hould prove acceptable to the Houfe. 

Mr. DunnitjghegSLn with complimenting the Speaker on the 
r^ccovery of his health, declaring, that the circumftanco gave 
him as much fatisfadion as he (hould have felt, had he propo- 
fed and carried the <^ueftion on Friday fe'nnight, which he 
then meant to propofe, and which he then hoped he (hould 
carry ; he faid further, that he had other reafons to be well 
pleafefl that he had not propofed any queftion at the time to 
which he alluded, or on tne day preceding, when another bill, 
ferought in by an honourable friend of his, had been under 
diicuffion, and which bill, ahhough the Houfe had for reafons 
which had doubtlefs appeared to thofe who voted againft it, 
fufficiently cogent and convincing, thought proper to rejeft if, 
he could not but confider, as tending materially to forward 
the objefl: he had in view, in one inftance at leaft, and that no 
inconiiderable one, and therefore, if his honourable friend 
would give him leave, he would then pay his tribute of thanks 
to him, for having brought it in. He faid, he had more than 
once in the courfe of the day, on which his honourable friend's 
bill was under difcuflion, thought of catching the Speaker's eye, 
but that he had forborne his intention, and he was n^wghtd 
he had fo forbone it, becaufe having heard the dodlrines that 
had been delivered in the courfe of that day, and having (ince 
learnt the fate of another bill in another Houfe of Parliament, 
which bill was like wife calculated to further thepurpofes of the 
petitions of the people, he was the better able to judge of the 
intentions of miniftry ; and feeing, that in defiance of the three 
rcfolutions come to by that Houle on the 6th of April, it was 
their determination to defeat every meafure that fhould be 
propofed, in compliance with the prayers of the people, and 
in conformitv to the three refolutions to which he had juft al* 
luded, and that, not by any open, manly, uniform fyftem, 
but by fuch means as (hould occur either in that Hottfe, or 
clfewhere, he was the better direSed wh« fteps were moft 
advifeable to take, in order to give the people affurancc that 
fomething more (hould be done for them, than a bare and 
. kcd relolotiofi, that it thus mceSstty that fomething ihould 
* - be 
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be done for them. It was idle^ he faid, to flatter the people* 
and deceive them by an adoption one day, of what was in its 
firft confequence to meet with a rcjcSion the next; much 
better would it^ in his opinion, have been, and much more 
fair to have given the firft propofition a rejeAion at once, than 
to have held out falfe hopes, and to have acceded to a promife 
which was never intended to be fulfilled, could the fulfilment 
of it poflibly be avoided. In the courfe of the progrefs of 
the bufinefs he had undertaken, the committee had come to 
three refolutions of the firft and moft ferious importance, 
which the Houfe had afterwards confirmed and ratified. He 
had next propofed two more refolutions to the committee, 
the one of which they had agreed to without a divifion, and 
the other had been carried by a majority upon a divifion* 
So far the profpeA was fair and promifing, but fince the two 
bills of his two honourable friends had been got rid of, (one 
by a rejedion in that Houfe, and the other by a rejection in 
the other) it became highly neceffary to know whether his en- 
deavours were to turn out promifing in the beginning only to 
make the failure in future more certain. It had been obje^ed* 
on thofe bills being argued and debated, that neither of them 
would completely anfwer the prayers of the petitioners; moft 
certainly neither of them would, no fiich extraordinary merit 
had been imputed to them either by the honourable gentlemen 
who brought them into that Houfe, or by a!ny of their friends. 
The truth was, it was incumbent upon that Houfe to build 
fomething on the petitions of the people. The foundaticm of 
the building was laid by the three refolutions being carried on 
the 6th of April. The two bills which had been fince rejefted, 
were defigned as parts of the fabrick ; fuch Qther propofitions 
as he fliould think it became him to offer to the confideration 
of the committee, or that any other member might think it 
became them to offer, would be offered as additional parts of 
that fabrick. The whole fuperiinidlure could neither be 
rreded all at once, nor by any two, three, or four motions. 
As parts of it, and thofe very effential parts, he confidered 
the three bills then in agitation; the remnant, by no means 
an inconfiderable one, of the bill for the regulation of the civil 
eflabtifhnient brought in by an honourable friend of his, to 
whofe plan all fides of the Houfe had concurred in attributing 
great merit; another bill, brought in, or to be brought in by 
another honourable gentleman, under the denomination of a 

J lace-bill; and the favourite plan of the noble Lord in the 
lue ribbon, the bill for a commiffion of accounts. Thefe 
tbrec bill«> (wfucb parts of thcra as pa&d^ vwwiA^ ^SlVNA V^^ 
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gether to diminifh that influence, proved that it did exift, 
jmd that to fuch a degree as to require a great ntiajority to 
form a league for its defl;ru£tion. So with the league aeainft 
Vemce : it never had been faid that the republic of Venice 
was weak, becaufe the league againft it was formidable. 
On the contrary, the formidablenefs of the lieague was al- 
ways admitted as an unanfwerable proof of the power 
of the republic. Mr. Fox with great ingenuity turned 
feveral other arugments of the oppofers of the bill againft 
them. 

Lord North replied tt) Mr. Fox*s allufion to the league 
againft Venice. He faid the honourable gentleman alluded, 
he fuppofed, to the famous league of Cambray, a league 
formed by the firft and moft powerful men in Europe, men 
of the grcateft talents and moft diftinguiflied abilities, but 
men who had formed their league upon wilful mifrepre* 
fentations, and the apprehenfions unjuftly raifed in the 
minds of the people. The powers who made the league 
were the King of Arragon, the Emperor, the King of 
France, and the Pope. Their objeA was the obtainment 
of the pofleiHons of the republic of Venice. Their l^a|guc 
ended in a divifion of the fpoil. One power took pofieffion 
t)f one port, a fecond of another, a third of another, and 
a fourth of another ; till after feizing the various ports 
of the republic [Mr. Fox called out the cinque ports of 
Venice !] the cinque ports, if gentlemen chufe it, they fell 
out among themielves, and the bad principles of their 
league, their own mercenary and interefted motives came 
out, and they met with that univerfal contempt and detefia- 
tion which fuch men, and all who form fuch leagues, well 
deferve. His Lordihip followed this with arguments, that 
the bill was unconftitutional, violent, and unjuft. In the 
courfe of his fpeech, he rallied oppofition on their con- 
clu£l fmce they had been a majority, and imputed all their 
hafte, violence, and error, to their being unacquainted with 
the manner in which the majorities of that Houfe were 
ufed to adl. He repeatedly threw out, that he had reafon 
to think from the honourable gemleman's fpeech, that he 
ihould that evening have the honour to be m a majority 
again. 

Mr. Burie replied. 

Beflde the above-mentioned Speakers, in the courJ<$ oS 
the debate Mr. Rous, Mr. Byng, and Mr. Spencer Stan- 
4iope, argued in favour of the bill ; Mr. Jenkinfon, 

Mr. 
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virtue run mad, and that it was the fit moment for that Hoiife 
to exert its authority, and to ftand in the gap between the 
people and the crown. He ridiculed thefe expreffions as inde- 
cent to the Houfe of Commons, and dangerous in their con- 
fequcRces. If the Lords did ftand in the gap, as the noble 
Earl had phraftrd it, between the people and the crown, in a 
moment, when the people were juftly complaining of the 
undue influence of the crown, and in a moment when the 
Houfe of 'Commons had folemnly refolved, that the influence 
of the crown was increaiing, and had increafed to a degree 
that required diminution, what might follow fuch an ill- 
timed interference, appeared to him in too dreadful a point of 
view to bear difcullion, he would therefore pafs it over, and 
leave it to all who heard him to pifture it to thcmfelves. 

He alfo noticed, in thecourfe of his fpeech. Lord Nugent's 
declaration, that what was offered in the view of remedying 
the grievances of the people, were mere quack-medicines, 
calculated rather to deftroy the patients than to cure their 
complaints; and referred his noble friend to a pc»im, which 
he faid he had formerly read with great pleafiirc, in which the 
principles of the poet did him fo much credit, and were fo 
juft, that they almoft diftanced the praife due to his poetry, but 
"With the fuperadded beauty of his numbers made the whole 
an invaluable compofition. The work he alluded to, he 
prefumed, the noble Earl had perufed, and every gentleman 
who had heard him. He meant the poem entitled An Ode to 
Mankind, and which was direftly the reverie in all its doc- 
trines re fpefling the rights of mankind, of thofe doftrines 
which the noble Earl had lately held in that Houfe, relative 
to the influence of the crown, and the rights of the people. 

Obferving that the Houfe was more than conimonly full, 
he faid he was glad to addrefs an affembly fo crouded, and 
though he applauded the induftry of thofe who had even 
fetched patriots from the other fide of St. George's Channel, 
where they were engaged in difcufling meafiires for the pre- 
fcrvation of Ireland [alluding to Sir John Irwin and Lord 
Droghcda, who were in the Houfe for the firft time fince the 
6th of April] and brought officers of the navy and army 
from their profcllional duties to their duty within thofe walls 
[alluding to Lord Mulgrave, Captain Phipps, and others] he 
hoped the new comers would ftiew their zeal for their coun* 
try, their regard for the people, and their abhorrence of un- 
due influence by voting for the motion', and that the 233 of 
the fixth of April would cut a (till more-rerpeftable ^^ire 
by the addition of twenty or thirty, and the miniftcrs would 
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be convinced by the iflfue of that day's buflnefs, that the 
majority were not the rope of fand which they had been 
defcribed to be. 

Mr. Dunning mentioned the turn that Lord North had 
civen the accidental mention of the league of Cambray by 
Mr. Fox, complimenting his Lordfhipon his pleafantry on 
the occafion* declaring it to be a fair advantage, and owning 
he dreaded his wit, becaufe he regarded it, as one of the molt 
powerful engines in the hands of the noble Lord. He denied^ 
however, that the fimilarity held between the leaguers within 
thofe walls and the leaguers againft the republic, declaring^ 
that neither he, nor he believed any one of the numerous 
friends with whom he a£ted, were Simulated by any views 
of (baring the fpoil, or dividing the plunder to be obtained 
by difplacing the prefent adminiftration. He concluded the 
whole with prcfenting his motion, which was read to the 
Houfe by the Speaker. 

Mr. T. Pitt then rofe, and in a very pathetic addrefs con- 
jured the Houfe, as they loved peace at home, as they wiihed 
for unanimity and concord among the people^ is they hoped 
to profit by that budding confidence in Parliament which had 
appeared fince the 6th of April to concur in the motion^ 
He read to the Houfe the refolutions agreed (o by a meeting 
of the gentry, clergy, and freeholders, of the county of 
Cambridge, held at the Shire-hall on the loth inflant, in which 
it was flated, ^^ that the committee who had been appointed 
to prepare a plan of alTociation on legal and conftitutional 
pounds, had received authentic information, that the general 
allegation of the petitions, refpedling the influence of the 
execiitive power over the reprefentatives of the people, had 
been taken into confideration, and admitted, by the Com- 
mons of Great Britain, in Parliament affembled, as juft and 
well founded ; and that the Commons had refolvcd, that the 
increafed and increafmg influence ought to be diminiflied ; 
and as that refolution was followed by others tending to a 
laudable reform, the Committee defirous of (hewing a proper 
refpe^ to the deliberations, and of placing a due reliance, &c. 
on the difcretion and integrity of the reprefentatives of the 
people, had, for thefe reafons, decline'd for the prefent pro- 
poflng any plan of aflbciation, fmcerely truftisg the Houfe 
of Commons, having made fo noble a beginning, would be 
animated with a zeal to perfevere in deftrving the higheft can- 
fidence and the warmeft thanks of their con(Utuents and feU 
low-fubje£ts." This mode of condu^, Mr« Pitt faidj had 

given 
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given him tke moft exalted fatisfadion, but that joy vvould 
be converted into the deepe({ forrow and the bittereil anguiih, 
if the Houfe, inilead of availing itfelf of this happy turn of 
mind in the people, (hould blaft their growing confidence ia 
ihe budy and by refufing to go on in meafures calculated to 
cncreafe their confidence, fliould kindle up that flame of in- 
dignation and refentmcnt, -which wrould in all probability 
burft out with irrefiftablc fury, and overwhelm government^ 
if the people were forced to imbibe the opinion, that what 
had been done, was meant merely to deceive them, and that 
from the beginning it was not intended to afford them the 
lead ferious redrefs. ' Mr. Pitt protefled in the mod folemn 
manner, that he fpoke the real fentiments of his foul; he had 
ho obje£l but the general quiet of his country, and a wifli to 
reftore it to its former greatnefs. Whatever views of ambi- 
tion he might formerly have entertained, he did affure the 
Houfe they were long fincc dead in him. Place, emolument, 
and power, had lofl tbeir charms in his fight, and nothing 
could tempt him to abandon hisdomeftic retirement, and the 
happinefs of his home, to come down to that Houfe debili- 
fated as he was by illnefs, infirm, and fcarcely able to fupport 
the fatigues of Parliamentary attendance; but an earneft wi(h 
to contribute towards averting the horrid profpefl before him, 
towards favinghis apparently devoted country, from the ruin 
that feemedto hang over its head, and by refcuing it from a 
fccond civil war to enable it to carry on the foreign war, in 
which it was involved at prcfent, with that degree of vigour 
and exertion which could alone arife from unanimity among 
ourfelves, and from which fuccefs could only be expedled. 
Mr. Pitt, as a further inducement to the Houfe to agree to 
the motion, painted the horl-ors of popular rage in a moft 
ftriking point of view, and afked, when the people were once 
inflan)ed, who it was that had power to flop them, or could 
fay, ** Thus far (halt thou go and no farther." 

Lord Nugent declared himfelf an approver of the petitions 
in fome points, but not in all. His Lordflnp faid, he had all 
along declared that the people ought to have redrefs of their 
grievances; but it was incumbent on that Houfe to examine 
-deliberately what the grievances were which really exif^ed, and 
which it was within the power of that Houfe to remedy. He 
thought the influence of the crown did not prevail to a degree 
-which (hould alarm the people ; he had repeatedly- declared 
this, and he ihould continue to maintain the pofition, let it 
be fncered at ever fo much. The greatefl grievance of all, 
in his opinion, was the enormous emoluments of certain 
4 Ck*&v'>:.^\ 
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offices held under the crown ; not places held during pleafure, 
but places for life. Let thefe be reduced ! Let them be taxed, 
(o as to derive a confiderable revenue to the ftate, and leiTen 
the profit of them to a moderate fize. Propofe this meafure, 
and he was confident it would pleafe the people, and anfwer 
the end of their petitions in one great <md important point. 
("The oppofilion called out Move! move!] His Lordihip 
faid, he would not move fuch a queftion, but he pledged 
himfelf to fecor.d it whenever it was moved. . The talk of 
pointing out individuals holding the places to which he had 
adverted, was an unwelcome one. It would appear invidious 
and unfriendly. It had been contended, he thought rather 
unfairly, that every gentleman had concurred in opinion that 
' the petitions ought to be complied with, and yet that all 
thofe who fat on the fide of the Houfe on which he itood, had 
uniformly oppofed, and meant to oppofe, every one motion 
propofed in redrefs of tlie grievances complained of in thofe 
petitions. In fupport of this*, an honourable countryman of 
bis [Mr. Burke, when fpeaking on Mr. Crewe's bill Jhadplea- 
fantly applied the old fable of the man, who becoming tired of 
life, had refolved to put an end to hisexiftence, but was puz- 
zled in what manner to do it. He had aflced himfelf the • 
queftion, (hould he hang himfelf? No-^Thieve5 were hanged, 
and he would not die like a thief. Drown himfelf? No— he 
would not die like a hVind puppy! Cut his throat? No — that 
were to die as hogs died, by the knife of the butcher! Poifon 
himfelf? No — rats were poiibnedl [A loud laugh at the word 
rat~\ and fo not being willing to put an end to his life by any 
racans, that he could recolleft, the man lived till nature was 
cxhaufted.' His Lordftiip begged not to be included in the 
number of thofe who had faid the petitions ought to be com- 
plied with, and were neverthelcfs determined to agree to no 
propofition made with a view 10 comply with them. He had 
himfelf fuggefted meafures, and there were other meafores 
which might be fuggefted that would fully anfwer the dcfired 
purpofe. The faft was ; they had begun at the wrong end, 
and had propofed firft, what fliould have been the laft thought 
of. Go back to the right end and he would go with them. 
What they had fuggefted was every way inadequate and im- 
proper. The prelent motion he difapproved of altogether. 
He ftiould give it his negative, becaufe it was airuming more 
than belonged to one branch of the legiflature. Wbatl conr 
troul the King's prerogative, and defire hfm to do that, whick 
would afFed the other Houfe of Parliament, without knowiog 
>vhether it would be agreeable to them i By no means* 

Hi$ 
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His Lordflhip replied to what Mr* Dunning had faid, rc- 
fytStxng the poem entitled the Ode to Mankind, and declared 
he well remembered that poem, and that thedodlrincs it con- 
tained were perfeflly agreeable to his then fentiments, but 
Hot agreeable to the learned gentleman's arguments, or the 
meafulres propofed by him and his friends. He alfo deemed 
the prefent a ruinous war, and faid, if not happ.ly put an end 
to, we ihould become a bankrupt people, with an exhaufted 
treafury^ and an impaired conftitution ! He, however, de- 
fended the war in its firft origin as a meafure in which the 
legiflature had concurred. At that time (the origin of the 
American war) a (Irange cifcumftance in politics was obferva- 
bie ; the oppofition was an unpopular oppofition ! His Lord- 
Ihip alfo threw out a number or random remarks, fome of 
which created laughs, and others challenged many a " Hear 
hear!*' At length he concluded his (jpeech with declaring he 
fhould vote againft the prefent queftion, which he difliked^ 
becauTe it fmelt too ftrongly of the year forty-one, and called 
to his mind the violent meafures which marked our hidory 
foon after that period, ftaining the pages of the hi dorian 
with blood, producing the violent death of the prince, and 
the dedru^ion of regal government, and which was fol- 
lowed by a republican fydem of the grofled tyranny that 
ever a people groaned under. 

Mr. y, Town/hend rofe in confequence of what Lord Nugent 
faadaflerted, relative to reducing the profits and emoluments 
of certain places held for life under the crown, and faid, he 
prefumed by the noble Lord's giving the Houfe tounderdand, 
that motives of delicacy to friends prevented him from naming 
the perfon!^ alluded to, he meant to point at'an honourable 
relation of his. He ridiculed the propofilion on this head, 
as too frivolous to anfwer any end of real utility, fince the ut- 
mod object of it would be the faving of a few thoufands, by 
taking it from thofe who mod clearly were not liable to the 
influence complained of by the people in their petitions, and 
were not afted upon by it, perhaps to give it to others, who 
would be afted upon by influence ; that therefore, fo far from 
removing the evil, or lelTening it, it would be encreafed, 
Mr. Townftiend declared, when he faid this, he fpoke from 
no pitiful idea of preventing fuch a propofition from being 
adc^ted ; if the Houfe fhould think it wife to adopt it, he 
was fure his relation, and the bther perfons holding the offices 
alluded to, would be very ready to agree to that or any other 
and greater facrifice they fhould bewailed upon to make, pro- 
yided there was the lead profped of its conducing to that great 
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and (lefirable end, the quieting the minds of the people, and 
reftoring iinanimily. Mr. Townftiend then went into a con- 
fideratifn of the quellion, and in the progrefs of it brought 
in the American war, and other topics not immediately ana- 
logous to the queftion. He alfo defcanied a good deal upon 
the ufe that ihe noble Lord in tht blue ribbon had made of 
the allurion to the league of Cambray, by twifting it fo in- 
genioufly as to make it apply to a bill calculated to emancipate 
a large defcription of the fubjecSs, and a number of fea-port 
towns, from the tyranny of the treafury-board. He concluded 
with urging the Hoiife to adopt the motion, unlefsthey wiflied 
to drive the people to defperate meafures. 

Mr. Ada7n faid, he did not feel the prefent queftion as tend- 
ing to fupport this or the other minifter in power ; it was 
a queftion of a higher nature. — Whether this conftitution, 
the admiration of the world, and the boaft of Englithmen, 
. fhould remain as it was, itnaltered and unimpaired, or whe- 
ther we ftiould by innovations, the extent of which we were 
not made acquainted with, nm a rifle of deftroying it ? It was 
uppn that ground alone that he meant to argUe the queftion. 
He declared, that in what he meant to fay, he laid afide every 
motive but what regarded the conftitution ; that if ever he 
wiOied to promote his ambition, if ever he had a defire for 
praife, and for the eftcem of his countrymen, avarice he 
jrufted he had never felt. He would refign all his ambition, 
he would yield up every profpedl or hope of praife, in de- 
fence of what he thought formed the conftitution of the 
country: a conftitution of which he felt all the advantage, 
and wb.ich he thought formed the happinefs of every in- 
dividual who lived under it. Having faid this, he begged 
leave to clear the queftion of all extraneous matter. He 
did not think with the honourable gentleman who fpoke laft, 
that the American war had any thing to do with it, nor the 
ufe that had been made on a former day of the league of 
Cambray, nor the rcjefiion of the contradors* bill in the 
Houfe of Lords, though there was fomeihing ft range in the 
idea of attacking the Huufc of Lords for doing what, as an 
independent and necelTary branch of ihelegiflature, they had 
a rigiu to do. That the prefent was a fimple queftion of 
whether you fliall addrefs the crown to keep Parliament fit- 
ting, till fiich time as the grievances complained of iu the 
petitions upon the table were redrefled ? He exprefled great 
. jefpea for the perfons who figned thofe petitions, and thought 
they were always to be received and attended to. He repro- 
. bated in the ftrongeft terms the conduft of the Parliament of 
»^o/, h\ the cafe of the Kcmifti petition. He faid, that at 
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that time there was introduced into an adl of Parliament, 
very material to the liberties of this country, by fixing the 
Proteftant fucceflion, a claufe which prevented any placeman 
of any kind from fitting in the Houfe of Commons. That 
from fome wayward fancy, orfome honed prejudice, the people 
of Kent prcfented a petition to this Houfe, complaining of 
the condu£t of the patriotic reformers of that time ; when, 
inftead of receiving the petition, and giving it that due con- 
fideration which it ought to have, the prefenters of it were 
imprifoned, and the petition declared to be an infringement 
of the liberty of Parliament. 

» He faid, he had the greateft refpefl for many of the names 
fubfcribed to the petiti(?ns, and for many of thofe that were 
of the different committees. That they were men of the 
sreateft rank, the greateft property, and the firft abilities. 
That no intentional danger to the conditution could be attri- 
buted to fuch men. £ut he could not carry his deference to 
'them to fuch excefs, as to bind up his own underftanding and 
fetter his judgment. He faid, it became requifite, therefore, 
before he proceeded to the precife queftion before the Houfe, 
to clear the ground a little with refpeft to the petitions being 
binding upon Parliament. That this was a do6irine he 
never could fubfcribeto; and he believed, if fairly dated, 
noperfon within the walls of that Houfe would fubfcribe to it. 
Many people fay that the petitions muft be binding; but if 
you come to examine upon what ground any perfon, the 
greateft favourer of the people, makes that aifertion, it is 
becaufe he agrees in opinion with the prayer of thofe peti- 
tions. But let us fuppofe that thofe petitions went farther 
than any perfon in this Houfe thinks they ought to go, to 
alterations in the conftitution that we are all agreed in think- 
ing detrimental ; Ihould we not all agree that fuch a petition 
would not, ought not to bind this Houfe ? If that is the cafe, 
we ought to hear no more of that argument fo derogatory to 
the independence of this Houfe that this, that, and t'other 
thing muft be. done, becaufe it is required by the people in 
their petitions, but ought to difcufs each queftion upon its 
fpecial merits. He then came to the motion, and faid it natu- 
rally divided itfelf into two heads, to addrefs the crown not to 
prorogue the prefent feflion, or diflblve the prefent Parlia- 
ment. With refpeft to prorogation, he was well aware there 
were many inftances of fuch motions ; but with refpeft to 
diflblution, not knowing what the motion was to be, he had 
not had an opportunity of examining the journals as to the 
precedents ; but he believed it was the iirft inftance of fuch 
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a motion, and he was confirmed in that opinion, by the 
honourable gentleman who made the motion, not taking 
notice of any precedent. That it was hardly to b^ fuppofed, 
that a perfon io learned in the Pari iannentary, as well as the 
municipal law of the kingdom, would havepailed it o?er, if 
there had been any fiich. That as to the cafe of 1641 , which 
made the Long Parliament, alluded to by the noble Lord 

SLord Nugent J and the honourable gentleman who fpoke 
afl, he did not conceive it to be at all applicable to the pre- 
fcnt purpofe. The circuraftarKes of pading that zSt were 
fo remarkable, that it was impoffible to forget it. It waa 
carried to th« King for the royal aflent,. along with Ae bill 
of attainder of Lord Strafford ; and Charles is fuppofed to 
have been fo much occupied with the cruel neceflity of giving 
jiis alien t to that bill, that the other paflfd unnoticed. 

But ^hey differ in this refpeS : In 1641 , it was a bill — this 
is anaddrefs. And they further differ that the feptennial 
adl extinguiihes this Parliament at the end of feven years ; at 
that tiir.e no fixed duration being appointed for Parliament, 
that aft rendered it perpetual ; that is^ gave it exigence till 
the grievances of the people were redreffed, while thefe 

frievances were in the creation of thoCe who piomoted the 
Ul. But he faid he did not mean to argue, that becaufe 
there was no precedent for addrelfing the crown not todiffolve 
the Parliament, that therefore we have not a right To to 
addrefs the crown. That right is one of thofe that he ever 
would maintain in this Houfe. But the motioa was to be 
adopted with greater caution, on account of its being un^ 
preced^nted. But, fays he, it has been argued by the 
gentlemen who have fpoke for this motion, as if the rejec- 
tion of it was to be the caufe of an immediate prorogation 
or diffolution of Parliament ; whereas, though this motion 
is negatived, Parliament mayftill continue to ex?ft : it does 
not follow in any degree, that becaufe the Houfe rejefts this 
queftion, that therefore the miniftcrs of the crowii are. to 
advife his Majefty to diffglve the pieient Parliament, or pro- 
rogue the prefent fefBon. 

But it isneceffary toconfider wRSt the.^onfeqwenceof this 
motion is to be. If you are tb redrefs the abufes^ complained 
of, it muft be done by bill ; if that bill is rejeftcd, either in 
this Houfe, or the other Houfe, it isJrppolBblf, accordipg 
to the l^w of Parliament, to bring that bill bseck again (hif^ 
ing the fame fe(Bon ; and therefore no goodxran »rifil fM^ 
it i and it is probable that the fame Parliament that r^d^s 
the bill this feffian^ will reje^l the. fame bill oeoLt fcfliQn* 
■ - . . ^ But; 
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Btit as the learned gentleman Who Made the hiOtion is a much 
bAter judge of what will anfwer the purpofes he has in view^ 
iffSLti ht l^T. Adam] could podibly be, he faid he would 
Ceafe to difctifs the queftion upon that ground. 

He then (aid it was fair upon a qudlion that relates to 
Parliament fitting to redrefs grievances, that we ihould 
know the extent of tfaetti. What are fei forth in the peti- 
tions ar^ Ample and inteltigtble, but the explanation that is 
given of them, in his opinion, amounted to a total change 
in the cbnfti(ution. 

The Ipetitions prayed for thtee thirtgs, — an abolition of 
unmerited penfions, of ufelefs (inecures, and of the exorbi- 
tant tetViolunlents of neceflary offices. And this they pray 
for, ih order to attain the reduflion of influence, and the 

Eiromoting oeconomy. But as thefe petitions are explained 
\y faying, they pray for a free Parliament, every fpecies of 
alteiratioti of the conditution, dangerous, and perhaps de* 
ftrudive to the happinefs of the people of England, is 
brought undel* this hfead. Annual Parliaments, and an 
enbl^afed reprefentatibn, were already propofed ; and if we 
ytftte to form a calculatioh of the (Irides that reformation 
had taken from the firft York rtieeting to the laft meeting in 
Weftminfter-hall, it would be difficult to fay to what lengths 
we might go in innovating upon a conftitutionj in which 
civil and political liberty was more extended, was niore com- 
plete, than it ever had been in any age or any country. 
That the liberty of antiquity was narrow and confined when 
Compared with that of this Country. In the republicks of 
ancient times, a few individuals enjoyed perfeft freedom, 
while the great bulk of mankind were the abfolute flaves and 
property of thofe few. Here flavery was unknown, and a 
cOttiplete enjoyment of every valuable right, of every Blef- 
fing fociety can beftow, was extended to eight millions of 
jieople, unimpaired and unehcroached upon. Was it matter 
of imall importance to agree to a motion that might impair 
this glorious fyftem ? Hid any infringement been made upon 
the great bulwarks of our liberty, which demanded fuch ail 
alteration ? External grievances had taken place ; and thii 
noble Lord below him [Lord Nugent] had giVen an epithet 
to the War, which fufficiently defcribed the extent of thofe 
cabmities. But was it wife ? Wasitjuft? Was it reafon- 
able, to new-model the conftitution, and run a rifle of de- 
(Iroying what our anceftori had handed down to Us, as the 
Sr(l of bleflings ? To make internal changed, becaiif^ we had 
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external grievances to complain of? Was it to be fuppofed 
that an encreafed reprefentation, or annual Parliaments, 
ivould eafe us of the .neceifary taxes? Would diminifli the 
burthen of the national debt ? Or bring about that fafe and 
honourable peace, which we muft all agree in wifliing to 
fte accompli fhed'? He then went into the fubjefl of tefts, as 
they had been fpoken of, and propofed at fonie of the public 
meetings ; dated their unconftitutional tendency ; faid, that 
he had always entertained the moft perfeft conviSion, that 
an obligation to obey the inftruftions of conftituents, was un- 
conftitutional. At an early period, when his ftudies (hould 
perhaps have been turned to other fubjefts, (if any fubje£l 
at any time could be fo important as the ftudy of the con* 
ftitution) he had formed his opinion, and that no confideration 
could ever prevail upon him to alter it. This being the cafe, 
he reprobated the idea of tefts, as being ftill more deftruc-i. 
tive of the freedom of Parliament. That the very effence 
of Parliament was the power of deliberation ; and that th» 
Houfe fhould be equally jealous and equally averfe to every 
thing that deflroyed that privilege. That its confequences 
were equally detrimental, whether it flowed from the undue 
influence of the crown, or the undue influence of (he demo- 
cracy. That if was the bufinefs of every man who loved 
the conftitution, to reprobate every teft that fettered P^rlia-f 
mentary freedom. [Herp Mr. Townlhend faid acrofs the 
houfe, ** There are no fuch tefts."] Mr. Adam took up 
that aflertion, with great animation. Does the honourable 
gentleman mean to ^flert that no fuch thing was ever talked 
of? Does he mean to fay that no meeting has ever difcufletj 
the idea and approved of it ? And if we are to judge of the 
fpirit of reformation, of the rapid progrefs it is making i^ 
time to come, by what has already paft, will it be at all fur^ 
prifing to find the fpirit of this conftitution deftroyed, the 
liberty of Parliament annihilated, and a wild democracy 
controuling in every inftance the wifdom of the legiflature ? 
The heft, the wifeft men, when they attempt a reformation, 
can never tell how far it is to go. The hiftory of ail ages 
evinces, that reformers have always exceeded tncir original 
defigns. It becomes neceflary, therefore, that the learned 
gentleman who made the motion, (hould tell the Houfe what 
- he means to do : he ftiews us that many things muft be done, 
3nd we are to be led on, ftep by ftep, without previous infor- 
mation, to alter a conftitution which has made us fo long free 
^d happy. If they find fault with the prefent fyftem, they 

muft 
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muft have fomc other more complete, and better calculated to 
preferve or promote the freedom which they wifh to eftablifh. 
That fyftem ftiould be unfolded, that we may judge of its 
excellence or its defefts, and not be led blindfold to adopt 
meafures that, beginning in anarchy, muft end in defpotifm- 
I^ is not that I impute an intention to produce thofe evils 
to any one. He agreed with the honourable gentleman who 
feconded the motion [Mr. Pittj that you could not fay to 
the people, ** Thus far (halt thou go, and no farther." It 
was upon that principle he wiflied to avert an appeal to that 
quarter. That the madnefs of popular reformation had 
never failed to deprive thofe of power who wifh to check it, 
and to place it in the hands of thofe whofe defperate fituation 
makes them rejoice in changes. Thofe who wifh to carry 
innovation to a certain length, will find, that their with- 
drawing themfelves when it exceeds that limit will be of no 
avail. The honourable gentleman who fpoke laft, alluded 
to the virtues of the laft century, in the reign of Charles I. 
in ail the language of panegyric. He agreed perfectly with 
the honourable gentleman in that opinion. If ever there was 
t titnc in which human nature difplayed a pre-eminence of 
virtue and capacity, it was upon the breaking out of the 
troubles of that period. But the hiftory of that period proves 
the danger of innovation when begun, even from the moft 
powerful reafons, and the moft upright motives. In the be- 
ginning of that unfortunate Prince's reign, every dangerous 
encroachment had been made in the political and civil liberty 
of the country. The property, even the life, of the indivi- 
dual was hardly fafe. It became the great, the virtuous cha- 
radlers of thofe days to maintain their Ireedom, and to check 
the encroachments of a miftaken monarch. Yet the virtues, 
the abilities of tirofe times were not able to flop the wild 
fpirit of reformation when it had once got loofe. The eini-^' 
nent charafters that withdrew themfelves from the popular 
caufe, when it had gone too far, in vain attempted to re- 
cftablifti the conftitution. They had allowed the defperate, 
the needy, and the unprincipled, to fix themfelves in power, 
beyond the poflibilily of controul. Then it was, that the 
amiable, the virtuous, the enlightened motives of Lord 
Falkland were of no avail. Then it was, that Lord North- 
umberland, Lord Manchefter, and the Earl of Elfex him- 
felf, in vain relinquiftied the party, whofe power they had 
too fatally eftabliflied. And what was the confequence of 
that fatal fpirit ? The pcrfon who got the power, firft voted 

N 4 one 
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one part of the other Houfe ufelefs, then voted the whole 
of it unneceflary. Armed men were brought into the lobby^ 
to detain thofe members in cuftody, who were likely tq 
have voted againft thofe violent refolutions. At laft, the 
only remaining part of the conftitution, which, indeed, 
was fo garbled that it was hardly valuable, was diffolved. 
And how was this effeSed ? Three file of mufquetrers wer^ 
brought within that ({oufe. The mace was taken from the 
table : and when this violent ftep was oppofed by a young 
man of confiderable fafhion, of great abilities, of remark* 
able eloquence, whofe quigknefs of conception enabled him 
to feize every advantage for his party, whofe pre-eminence 
was great when the rrote£i;or*s political exiftence ha3 not 
begun j upon whofe (heulders Cfomwell rofe to power ; 
when this perfon oppofed the diflblution of the Houfe,, 
^romwell feized him by the cloak^ and in the ludicrous 
language of thofe times faid, <^ Oh ! Sir Harry Vane ! Sir 
Harry Vane ! the Lord deliver me from Si^ Harry Vane." 
Thus did he take the mace from that table, and eftablifh the 
inoft opprcffive and arbitrary defpotifm that ever curfed a 
country. Mr. Adam then faid, he thanked God there was 
a great difference between thofe times and thefe ; that enr 
i:roachments on the liberties of mankind, induced the greateft 
and mod virtuous tp feek redrefs, while at prefent the liber-* 
ties of the people remained unimpaired. But he faid, all 
attempts to appeal to the people, were dangerous. That 
he never heard of, or ever faw an intention of nuking ufc 
of that dangerous inftrument, without recoUe^iiYg the em- 
phatic words of an illuftrious author, who wrote about the 
period of which he had been fpeaking. In defcribing youth 
he fays, /< youth grafps more than it can hold, ftirs more 
than it can quiet, and flies to the enc^ vvitfiout confidering 
the means." 

He wifhed thofe who appealed to the people, and made 
them the inftrument of reformation and change, might not 
grafp more than they can hold, ftir more than they can quiet, 
and fly to the end without conOdering the means. He then 
faid, he begged leave to recal the nciufe to what might be 
thought more immediately the queftion before them, though 
he could not but confider all that he had faid as materially 
conne£ted with the queflion ; becaufe that queftion contained 
^n it every thing that might happen, all the confeqqences that 
might follow the intended plans of innovation. However, 
after ftating fhortly what he conceived to be a neceflkry con- 

clufion 
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clufion from carrying the oueftion, he would (It down, fia* 
cerely thanking the Houfe for their kind attention* 

What he had to (late was this, tha^ the prefent motion, 
if carried* inoplied that Parliament mud agre^ to whatever 
fliould he fet forth in petitions as neceflary to be done^ 
That without fuppoflng Parliament was to do fo, the mo* 
fion was unneceiTary and nugatory ; therefore Parliament 
pauft be fuppofed by implication to be obliged to redref< 
what are, or what are called, abufes. A do3rine fo ruin* 
€H]S, fo unconftitutional, that he never could fubfcribe to it, 
gnd trufted that the Houfe would not give its aflent to fuch % 
principle, by adopting the prefent motion. 

Mr. Fox rofe after Mr. Adam, and introduced what he 
had to fay, with the moft eloquent exordium, in which he 
defcribed the general importance of the times ; and, ^fter 
enumerating the various great topics that had come under 
difcuffion fince he fat in that Houfe, infifted, in moft expref* 
five terms, on the fuperior importance of the motion then 
before the committee, to every other fubje^l that had beeii 
difcufled in the prefent Parliament. He faid he was fair to 
own, and he believed his hopourable and learned friend who 
tnade the motion would agree with him, that what the ho- 
nourable gentleman who fpoke laft had faid refpe£ting this 
motion being new, was perfedly founded ; he believed there 
yfta no precedent for it, and that the zSt of 1641 did not 
apply to It, *^ but, fays he^ as the circumdances ef the times 
are new, the fituation of this country is without precedent. 
'The miferable ftate to which we have been brought by the 
Ignorance and folly of thofe who govern the country, the in- 
creafed influence of the (^rown, the grievances of the people 
daily increafmg, call for new and unprecedented means of 
- redrefs." The honourable gentleman had defired his learned 
friend to come forward with his fydem, and to unfold the 
extent to which he meant (ct go in reformation and chan^. 
[Here he defired the clerk to read the refolui^ons, which 
being read, he went on.] Have not the Houfe declared 
the neceffary alteration already? Did not the refolution 
come to by 233 gentlemen, prove it to be the fenfe of this 
Houfe, ** that the influence of the Grown was too great, that 
it was continuing toencreafe, and ought to be*dimini(hed ?** 
H^ not the fame majority declared, that early means muft 
be taken to redrefs thofe grievances ? That thole means mufl: 
^ adequate to the end, no one can doubt ; it is not there^ 
tore ^n unknown fyftem^ but a fyftem founded on the 

determina* 
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determination of the committee, and adopted by the Houfe. 
—If the Houfe mean to keep their word with the people, to 
whom they have folemnly pledged themfelves to deftroy that 
baneful influence which undermines the liberty of the coun- 
try, the Houfe muft proceed further. Unlefs they agree to 
the prefent motion, they betray the people, by leaving it in 
the power of the minifter, (who (hews himfelf an enemy 
to the people by his conduft here, and by his diredlions to 
others in another place, to put a flop to one of the means of 
redrefling the abufes complained of, by throwing out the 
contraflors' bill), to prorogue or diifolve the Parliament be- 
fore the means of redrefs are applied. If the motion fhould 
pufs, though it did not bind the Crown, there ftill remained 
in the executive power the ability to diffolve the Parliament, 
or prorogue the prefent feflion : yet he believed no minifter 
would be fo rafh or fo wicked as to advife his Majefty to 
diifolve the Parliament, when that Houfe had addrelled him 
not to do it. He trufted, there was yet enough of weight 
and of power in that Houfe, to make good its own refolu- 
tions, and to carry them into effeft ; that the refpeft in which 
the executive power held its advice, was too great to admit 
of a condud contrary to its wifties, properly and humbly 
exprefled. He then alluded, in the moft glowing expreffions 
of rhetorick, to the fituation of the country, and faid, in 
pretty ftrong terms, that upon the fate of the prefent quef-r 
tion, depended whether this conftituiion, which had been 
the glory and pride of the world, which the honourable gen- 
tleman who fpoke laft had defcribed with fuch ability and 
eloquence, was to remain the boaft of mankind ; or whether 
Engliihmen were again to fight for their liberties, were again 
to take the field in oppofitioh to arbitrary power ; and whe- 
ther the days of anarchy and defpotifm, which the honour- 
able gentleman had gone over, were to recur, and, after a 
fcene as mortifying as that ftrugg^e had taken place, a refto- 
ration was f) follow upon thofe abjed terms of fervility and 
meannefs, which was perhaps more difgraceful to this coun- 
try than the fcenc that preceded it on bringing bacl; 
Charles II. without terms or ftipulation. 

In (hort, he faid, the queftion now was, whether the Bri- 
tiih conftitution, " .That beautiful fabric, raifed by the 
fteadinefs of our anceftors, and cemented by the beft blood 
df the country !"-^(thefe were the old, the trite, but never- 
thelefs they were the beft words he could ufe on the occafion ; 
they expreifed moft perfefilly all that could be faid. of the 
cpDltitution i he could invent none fo good, he would there^. 

fori^ 
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fore adopt them, as meeting the feelings of every Englifliman) 
-^whether that beautiful fabric, raiUci by the fteadinefs of 
our anceftors, and cemented by the beft blood of our coun-* 
try, was to be maintained in that freedom, in that purity, 
in that pcrfedion, in which ihofe anceftors had delivered it 
to us, and for which that blood had been fpilt ; or whether 
we were to fubmit to that fyftem of defpoiifm, which ha4 
many advocates in this country, which was evidently meant 
to be promoted, to be eftablifhed, and to be fixed. He de» 
clared, that during the courfe of what the honourable gentle^ 
man who fpoke laft, had faid, when he employed his orato* 
rical talents in fo well dcfcribing the miferies of the laftcen* 
tury, and the unhappy times of Charles I. a prince whom his 
fubjeds could not truft ; in whom his beft friends and moft 
fjaithful minifters could place no confidence ; whofe charac** 
ter for infincerity and obftinacy, was his own ruin, and the 
ruin of his country ; whofe deceitful condudl betrayed hint 
into every error ; whofe fatal and unconquerable obftinacy 
never allowed him to recede ; who purfued unrelentingly the 
ijime fatal fyftem ! While the honourable gentleman, he 
faid, wasdefcribing that hiftory, he could not nelpthinking, 
till the very laft part of his fpeech, that the honourable 
gentleman meant to vote for the motion. 

Surely the honourable gentleman knew that if that unfor^ 
tunate, mifguidcd monarch, in whofe charaSer a mixture 
of obftinacy and infincerity wps the leading feature, had 
wifely yielded to the juft grievances of tho people, had he 
given way to the juft prayers of the petitions, and redreifed 
thofe abufes in the early part of his reign, all that fatal anar- 
chy, all that horrid dcfpotifm, a'l that dreadful fcene that 
cnfued, would have been avoided ; and the unfortunate end 
to which that prince brought himfelf, by his obftinate refift- 
ance to the complaints of his people, and his ftubborn refgfal 
to redrefs the grievances that he had caufed, by his unwifely 
perfifting in illegal levies of money, and by the arbitrary 
proceedings of ccclefiaftical courts, wonlgl have been pre- 
vented. He expeded, therefore, that an honourable gen- 
tleman who had defcribed fo pathetically, with fo much 
feeling and force of expreftion, thofe difafters, would have 
concluded with him in agreeing to the motion, as a means of 
^verting thofe evils of which he feemed fo apprehenfive. He 
faid the honourable gentleman had made an obfervation re- 
^ lative to the tendency of the motion, which he did expeft 
would be made, viz. that it fuppofed a necefl!ity upon the par^ 
of Parliament, implicitly to comply with what the petitions 

of 
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of the people of England irequired, and that (hat Houfe, or 
atiother Houfe pf Parliament, by rcfufing the bills propofed 
for the redrefs of thofe abufes, would prevent any advantage 
JFrom the motion being carried. He here flated, that the 
fxiotion was to addrefs the King not to prorogue the Seffion, or 
dl()blve the Parliament, till fome meafures were taken to re* 
^efs the abufes complained of in the petitions of the people. 
He then'afkecJy whether the taking of fome meafures re-f 
quired that parliament was obliged to do any thing that waii 
improper for parliament to do ? Muft not fomething be done ? 
Mnft not fome meafurc be taken to comply with thofe pe« 
tttions? And was it not ncceflary, if they meant to grant 
the people their juft requefts, to keep parliament fitting till 
fuch time as that was done ? But it was faid, that bills might 
be refufed, if not here, in another Houfe. Was it not never^ 
thelefs poflible to efFe<3: the redrefs of fome abiifes, by means 
independent of a bill ? for indance, was it incompetent to that 
Houfe to addrefs his Majefty, to inftruS his minifters not to 
give a contraS to a niember of parliament ? and would it nbt 
pe a matter that the executive power would hardly chufe to 
deny, upon an addrefs to that Houfe ? But fuppofe it to be 
done by bill— an honourable friend of his brought in a bill 
to redrefs the grievance complained of, by revenue officera 
voting for members of parliament ; that bill had beenrejedl-f 
cd by the Houfe. Another honourable gentleman had brought 
in a bill for the exclufion of placemen ; that bill might pofl}« 
Wy be rejefted : other gentlement, who wifli well to the re* 
duftion of influence, might alfo bring in other bills to the 
feme end ; and it was hardly to be fuppofed that the mini- 
flers, with a bought majority, would rejeft them all : the 

trievances of the people would be heard, ought to be, nay mtift 
e heard. He then went on to fay, that though he did upon 
fome accounts regret the recefs, which the misfortune of the 
Speaker's health had occafioned, yet there was one thing that 
made him happy that it had taken place ; it had given him an 
opportunity of reviewing calmly and deliberately theprefent 
iituation of the country ; it had given him time to confider, 
whether thofe fteps, that were meant to be taken, were Wife 
and proper, and whether this was the time to propofe them ; 
it gave him an opportunity to prepare his opinion upon a fub«. 
je& of fuch magnitude and importance; he had therefore of« 
fered himfelf early to the Speaker's eye, for the purpofe pf 
delivering that opinion, without any allufion to any thing that 
had been faid, but had not been fo lucky as to be feen'by him. 
He faid his wi(h had been to avoid the heat and perfonality 
which replying to the arguments of oihcvs was very apt to be- 
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tray him into* If he did not therefore allude any more x& 
the arguments of the honourable gentleman who fpoke laft^ . 
be truiled that gentleman would not impute it to difrefpeft 
for him or his abilities : He knew him to be a man, he re- 
fpe£ted his talents, but he wiflied to keep Aridly to opinions 
which he had deliberately confidered. He begged however 
to allude to one thing that had fallen from the honourable 
gentleman, before he had done with his reply. The ho- 
nourable gentleman had talked of teds to members of Par*' 
liament being unconflitutional. He begged leave to fay, that 
though they had been talked of, they had been adopted but 
in three places, Yorkftiire, Middlefex, and the City of Weft- 
mtnfter. [Here Sir Jofeph Mawbey (aid, and Surrey.] Well 
then four places have agreed to tefts. But [continued bej 
fuppofe them general : is it remarkable that thofe, who are 
going to give their votes for members of parliament, fhould 
be defirous of knowing the fentiments of the perfon they 
are to ele£l, upon any particular and important fubjed that 
is to come under parliamentary difcudion ? Take the Ame- 
rican war for inftance, it will ferve the purpofe of illuAration 
as well as any other fubjeft ; fuppofe then a perfon is to give 
his vote for a member of Parliament at a general eleftion, 
and that the great fubjedl of parliamentary difcuflion is, whe- 
ther we fhould go to war with America ? would it be un- 
reafonable for the eledor to endeavour to difcover, whether 
the perfon he was to vote for, was for or againft the Ameri- 
can war ? A teft then is only a means to come at the opinion 
of thofe we are to chufe for members of Parliament. 

He then went on to the difcuflion of the fubje£l, as he 
had confidered it independent of reply, in which he threw* 
out a great variety of matter, both relative to the propriety 
of the motion, and the intentions of minifters to fruflrate 
the redrefs of grievances, and eftablifh arbitrary power ; and 
added many obfervations on the means they had taken to 
vilify oppofttion, together with many arguments to induce 
the ^33 to vote with him. 

The miniflry themfclves, and their proftitute followers, he 
faid, had fpared no pains, had fcruplcd at no means to traduce, 
calumniate, and lower the charader of thofe who oppolbd 
then^. They had aimed their poifoned arrows at them equally 
as public men ai>d private individuals. They had raked into 
efvery part of their lives to find fome petfonal weaknefs, in 
order to ufe it as an inftrument of calumny. The follies of 
youth and the foibles of age had been held out to the pub- 
lic as the. n^oft enoroiQUS crimes. Some, had been abufed ibr 
being too rich, others for being too ^oot . ¥lN^"^xJcys. vcv^\^^^^* 
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tions of fome had been (olemnly brought forward againft all 
as ferious accufations. Nor had this taflc been undertaken 
by the loweft of the tribe of abufers ; grave and diftinguiihed 
chara<Elers, men elevated in rank, and exalted in Ration i 
men in high office had harangued a great aiTembly, one of 
the higheft aflTembh'cs in the kingdom, on.thefe irtdifcretions. 
The Earl of Hillfborough had done this! The Earl of 
Hillfborough, who had reprobated the conduS of the Houfe 
of Commons on the mod important occafion, and who, 
•when perhaps the Houfe of Commons moft deferved the 
applauie and gratitude of the people at large, had deemed that 
conduft the phrenzy of virtue, and virtue run mad; had 
contrafted a public mifchief with a private vice, and had 
fet up the gaming of individuals with their own fortune, 
againft the gaming of public men with the public purfe. 
He was as ready as any man to own that gaming was a vice, 
but furely he' had a right to fay, it was a vice countenanced 
by the fafhion of the times, a vice into which fome of the 
greateft charafters had given, in the early parr of their lives ; 
and a vice which carried with it its own punilhment, and en- 
tailed a curfe upon thofe who wnere addifled to it. As pub- 
He men, he faid, oppofition had been firft deemed'a fadtion, 
and had been defcribed as a fadlion of the moft obnoxious 
kind ; a faftion who were enemies to the welfare of their 
country ! At one time they were called Americans, at another 
time Frenchmen, at another time Spaniards, and now the 
phrafe was, that they were Dutchmen. In fhort they were 
at all times any thing but Englifhmen ! 

Having delivered the above in a moft animated ftile of 
oratory, he declared, that he had been eleven years a mem- 
ber of Parliament, and he had lived to fee all thofe prin- 
ciples that he had been taught by the men who undertook to 
InftruS him in his early youth, when he was yet to learn 
the duties of a member of Parliament, overturned and con- 
tradicted. When he came into that Houfe, the noble Lord 
in the blue ribbon taught him to confider the privileges of 
the Houfe of Commons as the firft and moft neceflary part 
of the conftitution. The noble Lord had told him, that 
Houfe was the palladium of Britifti liberty ; " there it was 
that the rights of the people were to be fupported, and th« 
privileges of the Houfe of Commons were to be maintained, 
and to be kept up, becaufe it was in that Houfe that the 
liberties of the people of England were to be preferved.'* 
Good God, how had the noble Lord kept to that principle! 
iow bafely bad he deferted that ground, and left the privi- 
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leges of the Houfe to be trampled upon ! How Was the doc- 
trine changed with refpeft to the other Houfe ^of Parlia- 
ment ? It was not many years fince that Houfe had folemnly 
voted it improper for them to take into confideration any 
thing relative to the right of a feat of a member of the 
Houfe of Commons. How had they changed their con- 
duSt and opinion by riie rejeflion of a bill that related 
to the members of the Houfe of Commons alone ? And if 
lie was to judge from the proteft of the Lords, and he 
conceived he was intitled to judge from that proteft, 
the Lords had rejedled the bill upon reafons the moft 
futile, the moft ill-founded, that could well be imagined: 
but did not every part of that bufincfs fhew that mi- 
nifterial influence had interfered, that the noble Lord in 
the blue ribbon had rejedled that bill contrary to the fenfe 
of the majority of hereditary and independent peers, and that 
the rejeflion had been carried by the Scotch Lords and the 
bench of biftiops? Gentlemen argued about the right of 
the Houfe of Lords : they had a right, but would it be 
permitted, would it be allowed by that Houfe ? Would the 
other Houfe dare to counteradl the wiihes of the people 
in matters in which they themfelves had no concern ? He 
faid the vote of the 6tb of April, that glorious vote, which 
eftabllfhed a foundation for the liberty of this country, 
could not be carried into execution without agreeing to the 
prefent motion ! He therefore argued, that the 233 gentle- 
men who had voted " that the influence of the Crown was 
too great, that it ought to be diminiflied," and that proper 
means muft be taken to diminiih it, mult adopt the prefent 
motion as the only means of carrying any thing into execu- 
tion. For what was the (ituation of thofe gentlemen and of 
that Houfe? — They had pledged themfelves in the moft 
folemn manner to redrefs the grievances complained of in 
the petitions of the people of England. Like the cafe of 
an individual, who enters into a bond to pay a fum of 
money, or incurs a penalty, they had folemnly entered into 
a bond with the people of England, to reduce the undue 
influence of the Crown, and to deftroy that enormous over- 
grown corruption ; and the penalty, in cafe of non-perform- 
ance, was a forfeiture of the afl^eftions of the people of 
England. That moft dreadful calamity, that moft melan- 
choly circumftance that could attend a Houfe of Commons, 
the lofs of the aff*cftions of thofe for whofe advantage, and 
.10 promote whofe happinefs they were chqfcn, would be the 
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fa(2] confequence of not fulfilling the conditions of the bond 
into which they had entered ! But, faid he, it is impoflible 
that this can take place. Magna eft Veritas V frevaleblt. 
The truth of what that Houfe had determined, the fotennn 
manner in which they had declared influence too great, and 
confequently dangerous, mud prevail over every attempt to 
corrupt ; and thoTe who had folemnly bound themfetves to re-* 
drefs the grivances complained of, would^ in the end, over- 
come the purchafed votes of a minifter ! 

He anfwered the objeftions made to the motion, on the 
groimd that it tended to an infringement on the King's 
prerogative, by fliewing, that fo far from affuming -any 
power derogatory to that prerogative, it fully acknow- 
ledged it ; and in reply to the argument urged againft the 
motion, on the idea that Parliament might, if the mo- 
tion was carried, continue fitting for two years together, 
he faid thofe fears were groundlefs and abfurd, for ,that Par^ 
liament would die a natural death in Odober 1781 ; and as 
the motion only propofed that the Houfe fhould fit, << till 
proper meafures w^re taken, to diminifh the influence of 
the Crown, and corred the other abufes complained of in 
the petitions of the people ;" it was in the power of the 
Houfe to put an end to the fefl!ions whenever it pleafed, and 
if heartily and fmcerely difpofed to liften to the voice of the 
people, a very (hort time would fuflice for e(Fe£ling all that 
was neccflary. 

There was an old precept, he Taid, which in one fenfe 
was profoundly wife and admirable, but in that in which ad- 
ininiftration praflifed it, he detefled as the moft deftruftive 
and wicked principle of government. In the oppofite fenfe, 
in that in which he could explain it, he revered and re- 
fpeded it as one of the bed; maxims that cpuld dire£l the 
condu£t of mankind- Divide et tmperay in the common ac- 
ceptation of the words, and as thofe who advifed his Majefty 
bad adopted them,> wasthe miferable principle to which be 
traced back all the innumerable calamities of this unfortu- 
nate reign. It was to that diabolical principle of divide and 
conquevy as praftifed, not againft the enemies but the friends 
of the conltitution, that had produced oiir prefent fituation, 
which a noble Lord [Lord Nugent] who fpoke early, fo well 
defcribed — a ruinous war, a bankrupt treafury, and an im>- 
paired conftitution ! But, as he would explain it, it was a 
principle that would eftablifli freedom, maintain the con- 
ttitution, and promote the happinefs of England. To di« 
5 vide 
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vide the good from the bad, to feparate thofe who loved the 
Conftitution from thofe who abuled it ; to divide the uncor* 
rupted and the virtuous^ from the bought and corrupted ; 
to divide thofe who loved freedom^ from thofe who 
wifhed the eftablifliment of defpotifm : fuch a diviGon^ 
formihe an union of the great and good, would lay the 
foundation for all thofe reformations that were neceifary to 
reftore the freedom of an innpaired conftitution. But that 
the wicked fyftem of thofe, a fyftem as weak as it is wicked, 
who had divided every other part of the empire, and now 
wiflied the divifion of the people of England, in order to 
main^in that fatal power which had curfed this country, 
and reduced it to its prefent melancholy fituation, was to be 
•withliood. He trufted, therefore, that two hundred and 
thirty-three honed and unbought men would not allow 
themfelves upon this occaflon to be operated upon by that 
weak and wicked maxim, but that pledged as they were to 
the people, they would fulfil every engagement thev had 
brought themfelves under. He interfperfed thefe obferva* 
tions with frequent replies to Mr. Adam, particularly upon 
. the argument that he made ufe of to (hew, that the nega- 
tiving the prefent quedion did not infer a necefllity of adopt- 
ing the meafure of immediate diflfolution or prorogation. 
This he anfwered by faying, that it did however leave an ad^ 
miniftration, hoftile in ever^ point to the petitions of the 
people, with the power ot prorogation and diflblution in 
their hands, if they chofe to make ufe of it. He likewife 
tfkade fome obfervations upon annual Parliaments and en* 
creafed rcprefentation, not fiipporting them, though at the 
iarne time not condemning them, but rather ftating that the 
prefent motion was unconne£led with that confideration. 
He then went again into the dodrine of the popularity and 
Unpopularity of oppofition ; he reprobated the attempts of 
minifters to abufe them by means of the prefs, and thanked 
God they had overcome all their calumnies, and were now 
as popular as their enemies wiftied them the reverfc. He 
fsadf with refpedl to the American bufinefs, he ratheci be- 
lieved that they had not aded at fird altogether agreeably 
to^he popular opinion ; but if«they ^ere on that ground an 
tnipopular oppofition, he gloried in the cirtumftance, if he 
Apnfidered it as a party man, but he regretted it as an 
Englrihman. Had not every event; pi^yed, had not the 
cnhvic^ibn' of that tioufe, had not the convidion of that 
countiry, andthe fcstndalous difgrace of the prefent minifters^ 
v-.VoL. XVlI. o ^V.^ 
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9ffho had given up every point they 'had formetly contended 
for, proved, that though unpopular, they were right in all their 
opinions r The glory of oppofition therefore was the dif* 
grace and the ruin of Great Britain; points which every 
true Engliihman muft regard with horror, and in whofe eyes 
all ideas of popularitv muft appear inflgnificant, and trifling 
indeed, when ferioufly compared. This ground he laboured 
mth his ufual vehemence and ability, and concluded for tbr 
jxM)tion, as being fo material for the great obje£t the Houfe 
iiad pledged itfelf to, that he could not bring himfelf t^ be- 
lieve that it would be refufed* 

. The Lord Advocaie oppdied the motion with his ufual in* 

^nuity, and defended the Houfe of Ix>rds with great fiitn- 

^siefs. He deemed the contractors' bill a ridiculous bilU 

brought in merely to court popularity, and with a view to 

Sin iavovr with the mob. [Here he was called to order by 
r, Townfliend.] He rofe again, and faid he could not 
but think it a little unfair to be debarred from fpeakmg<]f 
a mere abortron with fomb little ^reedom^ when he» fTom 
day to day, heard ads of ^he legiflaty^, ads now in fiiU 
force, xeprobated without mercy. Hc^aw no reafon why 
<he ftrangled child ihould be more g^tly' handled^ than the 
maturer .oii^prtng of the legiflature. He jpaid the higheft 
complinr.ents to the Lord Chaneellor^ for jiis coodud re* 
fpeding the bill^ declaring that it well became a man of hifi 
manly mind, cf his majeftic fool, ,of jiis folid judgmejat 
and exoellent underftandmg, to laA exadly as be Had d^ne 
refpeding it. That noble and learned Lord, he was fure, 
9ironid always treat nonfenfe fo whenever it came into -his 
iiands# He .would neither court one fide jior the jotber; 
neither dread popular refentment, nor be infliuenced b|r 
inifufterial Caxour ; but ^ould walk ^rait forward and doiii^ 
duty ^s became a firrtifli peer in Parliament. >He;ieprobated 
the motion, whiob he ludicroufly tefmed z <' Recruiting 
c^ffioef^rfefit'out Jlyy; oppofition to bea^ up .for gcievances aol 
enlift^noiions!*' 

General Cwtvutjy on the tftxti band, j^pftortcd the jnotioo 
Tcnr-wamnly. 
• Mr. C&npWi/ fatd a few words jigaisift it* 

Lord Gi99^ iStrmmni fpoke againft the queftion, as a 
mode of interfering witb the pr^rDgattye of the i:ro«n# 
neither warranted by proof of its being neceflary, nor fttf>- 
ported on any grounds of ^od argument. Hus Latdftttp 
ic&fided the^miluA of 4he orher ICpufip^ and '^tfd^ af n 

X cafe 
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dfe in point, to their cotkluft teCptAing the rohtradors* 
•iMi], a peerage bill Tent down by them to the Commons^ 
■which the Commons rcjcfted as an attempt to alter the con- 
flitutiony "which they at that time declared the Lords had no 
fight to -meddle with. His Lopd(hip argued upon found 
principles refpeding the rights of the Commons, defcribing 
Its power over rfie purfe of the people as fuflkient to an Twer 
«fiery end the Commons were conftitutionally meant to have 
MX tfaeir will and pleafur-e. 

Colenel Barre made an animated reply, dating -two tx* 
•tiads, tlie one from the Parlian>ent roll of Edward* III. in 
.which thW prince called a Parliament exprefsly to bear and 
vodrcfs the grievinces of the people, and for no other pur* 
pofe. The Colonel faid he took his extrad from Lord 
oomers's remark on the paiT^ge ; which remark he read to 
the Houfe : the amount of it was, the learned Lord's 
declaration, that the paiTage (truck him fo forcibly, that he 
vtiOxd It poflibte to have had it tranfcribed with a fun-beam ! 
The other extra6l the Colonel read, was from an old Latin 
book, entitled De Tefkndo PaHiamentos ; and ftated that if a 
Kine diifolved or prorogued his Parliament while ^dne petition 
cf the people, complaining of grievances, remained unre* 
^rdfled, that King was perjured. 

The Secretary at fFar made a fliort fpeech againft the 
queftion. 

At m quarter pad eleven the Houfe divided upon it, when 
the fiumbers were 

Ayea - 203 Noes - 254 

As ibon as the members were told into the Houfe, leveral 
gentlemen repaired to the table, to fettle the orders relative to 
their refpeAive proportions before the Houfe ; among the ' 
*rell Mr. Dunning moved, that the committee of the whole 
Houfe, to take the county and other petitions into confidera- 
4ion, be deferred till that day fe'nnight ; and Mr. Burke, 
that the committee on the civil lift bill be deferred till Friday 
next. The Houfe began to thin apace, particularly ffOtn thie 
4>ppoi]tion fide; when Mr. Fox faid he had a few words to fay^ 
which he wilhed that fome of the gentlemen who aded with 
htm (bould hear before they went away. 

He (aid, the call of the Houfe, which ftood for that day, 

«ndl which he promifed to have (triply enforced, wOkild, ne 

"believedV be better poftponed, as numbers had quitted the 

.Houfe, foigetting that their prefence was necenary while 

their daoKs^were calling over. He had #eiblvect, in nis own 

O 2 \£V\\>!i^ 
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mind) to move the ^order of the day, ihould his learned 
friend's motion be negatived ; but as he underftood that his 
learned friend had moved to have the committee on the peti* 
tions deferred till Monday next, he thought it better to make 
one further trials as well out of refpeft of his learned friend 
and fotne other gentleq^en who had taken an a£live part in 
the petitions, as to give thofe gentlemen whofeparated their 
friends on the queflion juft decided, an opportunity of fully 
and inequivocally declaring their real fentiments ; for he 
could not believe that it was poilible for the majority of thofe 
who fupported the refolutions of the 6th of April, no fuf* 
ficient caufe^ nor colour or fhadow of apology inten^ening^ 
to defert and reprobate the principles which they maintained 
on that ever memorable night. He was proceeding, but 
during the whole time he was on his legs there prevailed a 
fliameful diforder in the Houfe, great numbers (landing and 
talking on the iBoor, and about the table. 

Sir Thomas Ffankland during this cotifuflon called iVe* 
quently to order, as did likewife the Speaker, but to little or 
no efFe£l. At length Sir Thomas called on the chair to ex* 
ercife its authority, and if poffible to refiore order. 

The Speahr then called on every fide of the Houfe with 
great vehemence ; commanded the Serjeant to clear the bar, 
and defired and infixed that gentlemen might take their, 
places. 

.. Sir Tljomas Frttkiland then rofe, and thanked the Speaker 
for his interjpofition ; took notice of the improper condu£l of 
the members, who after repeated admonitions endeavoured to 
throw every thing into confufion ; and faid^ that it was, Cruel 
and unworthy treatment to the Speaker, who being in an in- 
different (late of health, and who muft be fuppofed to be 
much exhaufted after fo long a debate, in fo full an Houfe, to 
oblige him under fuch circifmftances to exert himfelf in the 
^oailner he hufi been compelled to do. He then proceeded to 
fKial^e fome obfervations pn.the probable confequences of the 
vote given that night ; tallc^d of the diftreflfed (late of the 
QMlntry in general, the full in the value of lands, fall of rems> 
f\l^yy taxes and encreafing burdens, and tlie general difcon- 
tents which prevailed in every part of the couBtry, particu* 
lariytbe county in which he lived (York) in confequence of 
thofe. various and- intolerable evils; affirming, he itipft fin** 
cerely believed, that if fomething wa$ not done by that Houfe 
to ayert them, and give the pfttitio^ers and people at Izrgp 
fowc f^fiish&ion, thofe aggrieved would fcek a remedy in 
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their own eiForts, and no longer look up to that Houfe for 
xedrefs. 

Order was not yet reftered; at length Mr. Fox rofe, and 
the members taking their places, as he entreated an hearing — 
be (aid, fince he had iirft (at in that Houfe he never felt him- 
(elf fo hurt) tnortified, and filled with indignant refentment, 
as that night ; fo much fo, but for the circumftance already 
alluded to, relative to his learned friend, and his adjourning 
over the committee, he, for one, was determined, fo far al 
related to himfelf, to adjourn over the bufinefs of the prefent 
feflioii, and never more enter that Houfe, fo long as the ma- 
jority entertained fimilar fentiments to thpfe they apparently 
embraced by the vote thev gave this night. It was a fcanda- 
lous, treacherous, and difgraceful vote [called to order by 
the treafury bench.] He did not mean to fay that it was 
fcandalous or difgraceful in thofe who oppofed the vote of 
'the 6th of April to oppofe the addrefs moved by his learned 
friend; on the contrary, he thought they afted confiftently, 
like men. Moft clearly thofe two hundred and fifteen gen- 
tlemen who declared their opinions that the influence of the 
crown was not increafed, and ought not to be diminiflied, had 
purfu6d an open, direft, and confident conduct ; they differed 
from him; he was forry for it; but they differed from him 
wpon'principle. They declared roundly and exprefsly what 
they thought upon the fubjed ; and they would have been 
guilty of the- moft (hamcful verfatility if they abandoned that 
principle which they had fo recently avowed. But who could 
contemplate, but with a mixture of indignation and furprize, 
thecondu^of another fet of men in that Houfe, who on the 
feme night refolved that the influence of the crown was en* 
crcafed, and ought to be diminilhed, and that the grievances 
and complaints of the people ought to be redreifed ; and who 
pledged themfelves to that Houfe, to the nation, to their con- 
itituents, to the people at large, to each other, and to them-r 
Telves, that it was their duty to redrefs the grievance^ ^onw 
plained of; but who on the only two occafions that oflfered, 
Ibamefullyfled from that folemn engagement, by rejefting' 
the means propofed ! It was fhameful, it was bafe, it was un- 
manly, it was treacherous. The gentlemen he meant fiir* 
rounded him ; they fat at his fide of the Houfe ; he was forry 
for it. They were thofe who voted with him on the 6th of 
April, and who voted with the minifter that night. ^ No man 
field thofe who were at the devotion of the minifterin greater 
contempt than he did ; they were flaves. of the ;kir(t kind^ 
faccaufcLthey fold themfelves; yet, bafe as the tenure of thei^ 
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places ^tsis, they had one vtftue to. pride themfelves on, that 
of fidelity^ gratitude, and confiflency ; to all their other dcr 
merits they had not idded the abfurdity and treachery of one 
day refolvingan opinion to be true, and the next of declaring 
it to be a faMiood. They had not t^ken* in their pittron, ot 
their friends, with falfc hopes, and deludve proniifes^ What* 
ever their motives or fentiments might be, they had adhered 
to themy and fo far as that went their condud was entitled 
to his approbation. He could forgive? the man he&w voting 
regularly with the oainidor, througji thick and thin, npoa 
every queftion ; he could beheld him, in his fervile (late, with 

J3ity ; he could forgive hitm for cringmg and bpwing at the 
cveeof the prince or the minifter, without exciting in his 
breaft any other fentiment; but on the other hand, when 
he beheld the condu£t of fome men, afFe6ling diiFerent prin<> 
ciples, fupporting a minifter who had very faiHy, be would 
acknowledge, oppofed and denied that the influence of the 
crown was encreafed, and ought to be dimini(heU,; it filled 
him with horror. — ^What breaft but muft be filled with the 
warnicft refentment, arid the keeneft contempt,, to fee thofe 
who. pretended that the complaints of the people ought to bo 
fcd-reffcd, that the influence of the crown had.encreaftd ; whor 
bad pledged themfelves that they Vrould reduce one, and re- 
move the caufeofthe other,, vote in a majority with thofe- 
who denied that either exifted, and that the petitions were 
only fabricated by faSion, and ought not to be attended to. 
He was at a lofs for words by which he could give vent to 
what he felt on the occafion. Why had not thofe who voted 
on the 6th of April in the majority, explained themfiplves?- 
If they approved of the general tendency of the refelutions, 
why had they not propofed fome etkdive meafures? Why 
had not they defcribed thie fabric they meant to raife, or 
which they wifhed to have erefled on. that befis? Why h^di 
not they, when proportions were moved, which they could 
not approve of, manfully ftand forth in fupportof their own. 
fentiments^^ and declare' to thofe who united in opinion upon 
the general declarations contained in the refolutions, then 
moved and carried.? We agree with you, refpefling the 
ground- work, but by the propofitions you would raife upoa 
i^, we differ totally with you. We meant /^i>, and not fhaii 
Vte will agree with yoy in fuch and fuch meafures* but we 
mift diifent irom: thofe you, now oflfer. This, in his appre- 
hcnfion, would have exculpated them from all blame ; would 
hanre cleanily wiped: away M fiifpicion* A diflference of 

opinioa 
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opinion naight ari(e, but it would be AM^h a.dtflferemce as wisj 
agreeable to that liberty of aflent and diflent evctf man was: 
entitled to, whofe opinion could be deemed free* But, to 
9me to certain general propofitions, to refufe to propofe any 
mbdive'ones^ or agree to thofe ofiered, was a paradox, he 
bfritevedy in party and politics. It was taking in their 
finends. He was taken in, deluded, and impofed on. [A 
Loud laugh from the oppofite benches.] He acknowledgedt 
it; for, in his confcience, he thought the afliftance of fuch; 
men did more harm than good. It led to lull the nation: 
into a dangerous fecurity, to impofe on the petitioners, and, 
ijt (hort,.to fpread through the nation every fpecies of popular 
ddufion. 

He thought it his duty, while on his legs, to declare, thar 
the de&iAion which he had alluded to originated chiefly 
among. the county members, many o£ them of great weieht 
and refpe£l; but however high they might ftand in the efii- 
mation of their friends in their counties, or that Houfe^ he^ 
ihould ever judge of men by their condu£t, and not by theiii 
yrofeflions. He doubted not but they had their reafons fop 
voting contrary on one day^ to what they refoived the pre- 
ceding. The lad vote^ moti probably^ was agreeable to 
their real fentiments; the vote of the 6th of April was to 
anfwer ends merely perfonal. We were at the eve of a ge- 
neral election ; the gentlemen aliudeil to would foon go downt 
to their conftituents: the firil and moft natural qnefHon' 
would be, What have you done in confequence of our peti- 
tions? Is the influence of the crown diminiftied? What re- 
drefs have you procured for us ? Has a more oeconomicalf 
expenditure of the public money been deteunined upon 
and adopted? Have our burthens been lightened? Are alL 
ttfelefs and iine^cure places abolifhed?* And' have you e(hi*» 
biiOied a reform in the expences of the King's hnu(hold?t 
No: but look at the rerdutions of the 6th of April; yoi^ 
will there find that I and my colleague have voted, that the 
influence of the crown has incrcaled and ought to be di- 
mini(heds you will find it likcwife refoived, on the fame 
day, by me and. 232 odier friends of their country, that \v 
>fvas our duty to. redrefs the grievances ilated in the peti* 
lions. He trufted, however, that fuch grofs tergiveriation 
would never pafs without detection, nor fail to be followed 
by the indignant contempt with which it deferved to be 
tieated. He did not yet deCpair but the people would not only 
continue to lee their awa intereft^. which, they had already 
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done, but that they would befides know how to diflTrnginib 
between their open friends and foes, and learn to difcoyer 
their worft of enemies, their concealed ones. From their 
open ones they had nothing to fear or hope: by their fecret 
and determined enemies they might be deceived ; they had 
been often betrayed by them; but he hoped ihjey would not 
>be able to do it now, by votes which m^nt nothing if not 
followed up by efficient meafures, and worfe than nothings 
when thus ihainefully abandoned almeft in the very inftant 
in which they were given. 

For his part, he was determined, after Monday night next, 
to abft^nt himfelf from that Houfe. He would make one trial, 
one effort more, in expe<Elation that thofe who had deferted 
their principles would endeavour'to retrieve their public cha- 
ra£ler. If that 1 aft effort ihould mifcarry, he would then 
know what to do; he would exert himlelf without thefe 
in^alls, as he had continued to do within them, as long as he 
expefled that any benefit could be derived from it. He pre- 
fumed his learned friend would propofe fome meafure which 
would come in the form of an ultimate teft ; for his part, he 
ihould propofe none himfelf, though he would fnpport any 
which might be propofed, to the beft of his abilities. If this 
laft trial (hould meet with a fimilar fate: to that of his learned 
friend's motion that night, he would quit that Houfe, and 
leave nninifters refpoiifible for the confcquences. [A great 
cry of Hear! hear!] He was perfuaded that the gentlemen 
woo cried out fovocileroufly in the exultation of viSory^ Hear! 
hear! would be very glad of it ; but he beeged leave to aifure 
thofe gentlemen, that not one of them wilhed more fincerely 
for fuch an emancipation froma fruitlefsattendancc there than 
he did. If thcfte gentleman however imagined that his future 
condudl w ould be dire£bed to meafures pi;omotiveof public con- 
fufion, they were very muchjniilaken ; the people had reiburces 
fiill left ; they were furnifhed by the conftitution. A general 
elcdion was approaching, and then the people, by the choice 
they might make, would have it in their power to obtain that 
redrefs, by fending only fuch reprefentatives to Parliament as" 
entertained fentiments congenial to their own. There would 
be nooccafion for armed committees or warlike aflbciations. 
The conftitution was not fo imperfe£k as to compel men to 
take arms in fupport and defence of their rights ; the means 
which a general eleflion gave them were ftridly ponfonant tp 
peace and good order; and if thofe means were reforted tOy 
and judicioufly and firmly exerted, he did not defpair; nay, 
^c vms perfectly convinced, .that the next Parliament would 
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give that redrefs to the complaints of th^ ^ ^fi- 

good and indepeadent man wiflied for/ ^j^ 

not Vb in the power of the influence </ 
or prevent. " . 

Lord North faid, he was never more furprifed; tt*^. 
acquainted with Parliament^ than at hearing- the langtto^ 
which fell from the honourahlc gentleman who had juft & 
down. He thought it incumbent upon him, more than cmce^ 
to have called him to order in the courie of his fpeech ; but 
he declined to do it, as it might be prod(i£live of altercationp 
which was by no means defireablc at fo late an hour of the 
night. Bafe ! fcandalous ! difgraceful ! and treacherous { 
were epithets which ought not to have been permitted to be 
applied to any member in that Houfe, much lefs to a majority 
of that Houfe, or aT;y number of perfons included in that* 
majority, which the honourable gentleman had endeavoured 
to defcribe, without a poflibility of the perfons alluded to 
being miftaken or unknown ; namely, fuch gentlemen as had 
voted in a majority with the honourable member on a former 
ticcaiion, and who had left him in a minority this night. It 
was fuch language as no provocation could Juftiiy. It wan 
indecent, unparlianientary, and improper, it was an invec- 
tive, not a fpetch ; and was in one part pointed againft a fet 
of men as rtfp«£table as any in that Houfe, no matter -on- 
which fide. It was diforderly, becaufe no wordsor expref-^. 
iions ufed there ought to be permitted, but what would pafs' 
current among any other fociety of gentlemen ; that, he pre- 
sumed, was one of the hxcd principles of order in that Houfe^' 
and in every other popular aifembly. The honourable gen- 
tleman happened to be in the minority one night, and in a ma- 
jority on another. The honourable gentleman feetped to'be 
difpleaf^d ; he was fo uTcd to vote in a minority, that he feems 
quite offended that he was enabled to vote at anytime in a ma- 
jority, if that majority was not always fecured to him. This 
was rather unreafonabie. He dared to fay that he was -as 
much accu domed to voce in a majority as the honourable geui^ 
tieman ; yet, on the particular night alluded to, he was obliged 
to fubmit. It was his fortune to be leit on that liight in 
M^ry confiderable minority ; yet 'he did not think himfelf 
juftihed in rifing immediately, and, in the anguifh of .defeat 
and difappointment, accuOng thofe who had freouently be- 
fore voted with himi with bafenefs, treachery, verlatility, and 
other improper motives. He virould therefore recommend to 
the honourable gentleman not to be fo raih or hafty, but rather 
to give him credit for one part of his condu<3^ which he was 
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\ wodd be woithjF of the kooounble gendemaa'm 
i ^ not to defpoify but nttber hope, that upea fome 
^ day he might agsun vote in a majority'. 

The honourable gcntlemaoy with his ufual ability and-feiw 
tile imagination^ drew coocUifiona^ in his opinion, which the 
i«t* of that n^(bt by no meana warrantei. The hoooor- 
able grntleman prefiimed» that becaufe the Houfe refufed to 
addfefa his Msjefty notto-prorogue P^liament, or dilTolYe k^* 
but to prolong its duration to an tnde6nite period, and for na 
definite purpefe, at leaft expielled in the motion ; that confe- 
fuently the petitioner! were to have no redreis. In his apw 
^febenfion, the ground of the motion had no other fupport 
tat a fiifpiciofi, that either one or the other of thofe meafurcs 
wese then actually in contemplation, and were meant, at aa 
iaapropertime, and in an iniproper manner, to be carried inta 
tMCUtion. Bane fufpicion, or furmife, was no ground for 
Mopofm^ any meafure in that Houfe. It fhould bs a proba* 
Me furmife, a probable fufpicion, that oi^t to operate upon 
the (i^oceedinftS or reiblutions o£ that Houfe. Was any thing 
Kke U tither luggefted in th^ motion itfelf, a&it ftood^ on the 
fafiet^ or in ac^umeijkt^ that any fuddea or premature prorogsu 
cioA.or diflblution of Parliament lyas about to take place?* 
Bi did not neeoUefl that any fuch fuggeftion was urged^ He 
beard^n great d^l ol? loofe aifertion, of predided fears and 
gi»nefal apptfehftnfions, but not a fyllable which (lamped upon^ 
them the Waft colour or ihadow of weight or authority. 

If there vMas no proof of the affirmative, how did theinega- 
tive.gi«en:to the learned gentleman's motion (land fupported? 
Upon everyi fair ground of probability. 

Met would> tit the fird inftance^ fpeak from his own know* 
Uigfif ^^ h^ knew nothing which would prevent the pre- 
fent feiGon Bt>m fitting a reafonable time. There was, a great 
deal'Of buHnefs before the Houfe» There was- in particular 
ibe tax. bills;, there were befides other meafures before the 
Houfe, which he prefumed, nocwithAanding the honourable 

Sfuntlentan 8 declared refolutioi^ of abfenting himfelf from tha«» 
loofe,, would' undergo a confiderable dealof difcuffion^ and^ 
^f cuiudfe, of time, before they could be properly difpofed of. 
lahifierpioion, therefore, inilead of any' fair or probable caufe 
•if fufpeAingjt that it was<the intention of the King's confi>* 
dent fervants, to put an immature period to the prefent fef-* 
fion,. < y probability lay the other way : fii^> that there 
leff which muft: be finidied before the Houfe rofe ; 
J onqiyii that that bufinefs would take up more time than 
.in.' any fenfe prevent the full and fyhw diicuflion of any 

queftions 
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qpeftioiis relative to the petitions on the table^ or otfier bofi- 
nefs, in which the intereft of the public might be concerned. 

Another part of the honoorable gentleinan's fpeech kemci 
to him to be founded upon a very extraordinary conchifien kw 
deed ! It fuppofedi that the. negative given to the honourable 
gpntleman's motion amounted fubftantially to a negative ta 
the whole of the prayers of the petitions ; that their fate was 
thereby decided, and that the Houfe had determined to deny 
the petitioners every fpecies of relief. This, to him, appeaiw 
ed a very extravagant mode of arguing, and totally irrecOii» 
cileable to common fenfe, and the knowledge and experience 
of the Houfe. He would in the fird place obferve, thatno 
OAe meafure whatever had been either negatived, or by infe» 
rence difpofed of, by the vote of that night. The motion 
ftatedr recommended no fpecific meafure relative to the Aib^ 
}c£t matter contained in the petition. It only exppelFed a 
defire, that his Majeily would not diflblve or prorogue Par li%* 
ment, till the petitioners had redrefs ; but remained: toiaU|r 
filent as to the mode of redrefs ; and had, with feeming d^ 
lign, declined to Itate any efFe£tive meafure whatever. JBii| 
fuppofing, what was not the cafe, that fome meafure had 
been propofed, and had been difapproved of; or fuppofrnggi 
what no man could venture to fay, that whatever the learned 
gentleman, or any other honourable member might move iilr 
the committee on Monday next, would be negatived:; wojuid 
it follow from the ice, by negativing the other, as one hud 
been already negatived, that fuch an event would amount to sm 
n^ativeof thepravers of the feveral petitions? He could by ni> 
means think fo. The refolutionsof the 6thof April, how much 
ibever he difapproved of them, (till remained on the Jfournabr 
asthe fenfe of that Houfe ; other meafures might be propoied 
oathem ; but even if there Ihould not, there were feveralbillg- 
bef(»re the Houfe. There was the bill for conftituiing a com— 
million of accounts; there was a bill, brought in by an ho* 
nourable gentleman, part of which he highly approved ;. there, 
were two or three other bids, brought in by honourable 
gentlemen, ull formed upon the petitions. Such being the 
cafe, he mud fay, that the honourable gentleman was not war« 
ranted in affirming, that, becaufe every tiling u hjch he or his 
friends might think proper to propofe, was not agreed tov 
that theretore nothing was meant w be done, but that the 
prayers of the petitions were to be defeated in the grofs* 

He could hardly fufpe<^ the honourable gentleman*8 abiK«< 
ties, he muft therefore impute it to his total mi/appreheniion^ 
or fome other caufe, for it appeared to him a very abfiird fpecies. 
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ofreafoDing, that becaufe every propofitibn, made in confe- 
quence of the petitions, was not adopted, that it was there* 
fore determined to rtjeSt all. If the honourable gentleman 
meant to eftablifli that conclufion, he trufled he would find 
himfelf miftaken ; if for ho other reafoh but for this, that it 
would at once put an end to all free deliberation and encjuiry, 
by precluding men from cxercifing their own judgement, and 
thereby binding them to the individual opinions of every per^ 
fon, who happened to agree with them in fomc fundamental 
point, fuch as, that the influence of the crown had increafed^ 
and ought to be diminifhed, ice. 

' On the whole, his Lordfliip hoped that the public would 
pfcrceive the difFerence between the conchifion drawn by the 
honourable gentleman and the queAion, as it really prefented 
itself to the impartial obferver ; and he trufted in that light, as 
the rcfufmgto confent taany fpecific meafure was far from 
importing a general negative to the petitions ; fo the motion 
\9rhich had been now difpofed of, not being founded either in 
fa£l OF probability, was by no means entitled to the approba- 
tion of that Houfe. 

• Mr. Dunning faid, his honourable friend had been mifiJi-v 
formed, when he fuppofed that he had any particular meafare 
to propofe on Monday next. He affjred the honourable gen- 
tleman, and the reft of his friends in that Houfe, that he had 
iw>t. His labours and affiduities were already determined. 
When he moved that the committee might be adjourned, and 
kept open till Monday, his intention in fo doing Was only to 
give other gentlemen an opportunity of conveying their fenti- 
merits through that medium to the Houfe. He had doubted 
for fome days paft, but he defpaired, fince the vote which had 
now pafled, of being able to render any fervice to his c6un-»- 
try. The noble Lord in the blue ribbon had talked of the 
propofitions of individuals, and of the Houfe not being bouiKl' 
by them. He confefled himfelf a 'ftringer to the fpccies of 
property alluded to by the noble Lord. He knew of no pro-^ 
perty any man had in any motion from the inftant he delivered 
it.out of his hand. It was not henceforward this or that 
man's propofiiion : it was the propofition of the Houfe, which 
in^ its own judgment it was at liberty to adopt or reje6l ; in' 
either event it contained the fenfe of the Houfe, and could be 
no longer efteemed, t>r be treated as the fentimcnts of any par- 
ticular perfon. In that fenfe, and that fenfe only, he had 
fubmitted fome propofitions to the Houfe, and was quite in- 
different as to their fate ;• if they were fit to be adopted, he 
pre6imc6'thty .would be fo adopted ; if to be rejedled, they 

would 
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would be fo rcjefled:' in "cither and every evedt the ihover 
could have no intereft in the rejeSion or adoption, but w^hat 
if he enjoyed at all he muft enjoy in common with others. 

Mr. Aat rofc to explain what he meant refpe^ing the words 
bafe, fcandalous, and difgraceful, refpeding the vote given 
by thofe on the 6th of April who divided againfl the motion 
inade that night by his learned friend. He faid, when he 
made ufe of thofe epithets, he applied them in this, and thiar 
.way only. He did not mean to fay that they had adted dif-* 
gracefully, fhamefully, &c. that night \- he meant to convey 
this idea, that the gentlemen who voted on the 6th of April, 
that the influence of the Crown had increafed, and ought to 
bediminifhed, and that it was the duty of thatHoufe to re- 
drefs the grievances complained of in the petitions, were 
bound and flood publicly pledged to perform one or the other 
of thefe two things; to fupport fuch meafurcs as might be 
fuggefted in confequence of thofe refolutions ; or if they 
appeared to be fuch as they could not confcientioufly vtKe in 
fupport of, that then they were bound to propofe fome other 
refolutions or meafures, conformable to the ideas they enter* 
tained when they gave the vote of the 6ih of April. If they 
j^fufedtodo that, or iieg1e£ted in time to do it, fo as that ttie 
meafure propofed might at the late period of the feflTion have 
a fair jprofped of paiTmg into a law before any prorogation 
or diilolution of Parliament ihould take place; in luch ft 
poflTible event he was prepared to re-afTert and repeat, that a 
conduct of that kind amounted to a defcrtion and abandon* 
ment of their declared principles, of their f*)lemn promises 
plighted in that Houfe to their conflituents, and the people 
at large ; and in that light were fcandalous, bafe, treacherous, 
ihamefuli and difgracefull 

April 2$. 

Some private bufinefs being got over. Lord N^rtb moited 
for goin^ into the Grenada bill, but was interrupted by Sir 
George Yonge, who faid, he had a motion of very great 
confequence, in his opinion^ to make, and which would not 
admit of any delay. Lord North anfwered, that the ocder 
of the day ought to be gone into, efpecially as it -was a buli^ 
jtefs of great importance, and,, he; believed, the ftrft ill or- 
der ; this was, however, denied by fome members, a^ th^ 
{ik bill, and another^ were previous to it. Sir George 
Yonge could not give up his point, as, he faid, itwascuP' 
totnary for motions to come before any order of the day. * • 

The Houfe agreeing, to the jMltnefs- of this;reiifairk| Sir 
George made fome obfervations on the ivect^\\>| oi ^xyax\^w\ 
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militia, ktthe fame time declaring hisdiflike to a landing 
imny ; he, thought the manner of ftaticming the militia bor-^ 
dered upon making them fuch ; the reafon he was fo anxious 
•to make his motion now was on account of the militia being 
nftTj foon to be encunped ; and as great inconveniencies, 
orniecefTary expences, and fatigue, had been incurred by 
inarching men from almoft one extremity of the kingdom to 
the other, which could anfwer <io good purpofe, it was highly 
fieceffary^ both for the convenience of the officers and men, 
and the better fecurity of the nation, to have th^m (lationed 
an different dtftri6l«, as ne»r as poflible to their own counties* 
As tbefe men were embodied merely for the purpofe of being 
fervicea^ble in cafe of an invaffion, he apprehended there were 
not more than fix or eight places where fuch an event couM 
iiappen ; lie was therefore of opinion, that the men raifed in 
counties the moft contiguous, were the mod proper to be 
fiationed in diftrids which they were bed acquainted with : 
hefideb, a general ele£lion being near at hand, and many of 
the men having votes for reprefentatives, if they were re* 
imoved one or two hundred miles from the place of elec*- 
tion, how could it be poffibie ibr them to enjoy the pleafiire 
of givingtheir (uffrages ? From diefe and other confiderations 
he begged leave to move, that an addrefs be prefented to his 
Majedy, that the militia corps may not be ordered to didant 
parts of the kingdom, but ftationed as convenient as poflible 
to their own counties. 

Mr. y^nkinfm thought the motion tended to infringe on 
the executive power, which that Houfe had no right to in- 
terfere in : he moreover contended, that the men, by being 
ancamped, learnt their discipline nuich better than if kept at 
-hortie ; that the objeftion of them who had votes for mem- 
htf% of Parliament could hai« no weight, as on fuch ecca- 
Sons they had a right to a furlough ; ami travelling a few days, 
at fueh a time, would not be deemed a hardftiip by them. 
Ht did fidt kfiow that any orders had yet been grven lor tfat 
encampnients for the prefent year, and it would be time 
rAongh to take fiicfh a motion into <:onfideration, when it 
was determined how the miiitta corps ft^uld be ftationed. 

-This brought ^ Mr. T. Taumjrndt wbo faid, it would 
be like hanging a man firft, and trying him afterwards ; as 
to' the- competency of that Houfe advtfing his Majefty in 
cafes like this, he thought it a right as the reprefentatiyes of 
the ittiion ; and lie was afraid the prefent mode was intended 
cui(^ WJlMHtift aai p^kK thet)ffice|r«9 particulariy thofe in 

tba 
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|IV!Country tntereft, that they might make foori for tbe nu* 
nifter's favourites ; he had feen two lord lieutenants difplaceJ 
in a ihort time, he fuppofed, occaiioned by their freedom df 

fiving their fentiments ; flcnilar incidents would ptobMf 
appen. The inconvenience and fatigiie of being recnoved 
to a diftanoe of three or four hundred miles from thetr owti 
counties, was extremely hard, efpecially when it was cooil* 
deied, that they would have been more ferviceablcyif neceffity 
had required, nearer their own native fpot. Moreover, in^ 
fiances he believed could be produced of corps having beem 
ordered forty or fifty miles from the places tJieyiiad been at 
for fome time, where they (laid a few days, and were them 
remanded to their former ftation, for no other reafon that hf 
could conceive, than that of harrading as much as poffibk» 
As to the men obtaining a fujlpugh in cafe of a general 
ole^iion, in his opinion, it was not a fufficient anfwcr to the 
objefiion darted; for fuppofmg a furlough was obtained^ 
prpbably before the man reached the place, he having fume 
hundred miles to travel, the eleftion would be over, 

JLord SituichampCQuld not think the motion either necellarjr 
€r proper. The Houfe interfering with the executive powder 
was unprecedented; it ought not to be infringed upon ; and 
Ac fuppofition that men would be deprived of giving their 
fufixages^ was done away by the admiflion of a AirlougHb. 
He d^ ju>^ believe that any gentleman had ever been dii^^ 
mifled from any fituation for giving his fentiments freely^ 
nor did he believe that the troops had been ordered to matrcti 
to diftant places through aiaiotive of harradlng them. 

Sir ff^iWam Gujfff %\t James Lotvther^ Sir George Sayikp 
JK(r. Demffier^ Mr. Stmhope^ Mr. Joht^one^ aad Mr, AjT^r* 
ii»» jjpoke Arongly in favour of the motion ; they thoughit 
it ^KUemeJy hard for men to match fome hundreds of miks 
ifrotan .their own counties, where, if they bad ftaid, they 
could have been doubly ufeful, for if there had been a nCf- 
ccfljgty ^ their being called out^ thofe who ^ame £ro«i tho 
Korijh to the South knew no more of the |;rouBd they weep 
10 b^ iw ployed QOb tha<i if they had been in fiullia; tbqr 
contended that one hundred men ^on the groiUBd they yi%rt 
Hcqii^iMtod with wgee more fervifieahl^ thaatwohundttd 
4vd^o were ftrangers to it. 

M^.^^ was very iinreris Mu tlie mititia.a;rloneIa;;.f|tt| 
they were the greateft tyrants he ever knew ; thsft tbey xrar** 
j^^i^ ix^iticj^ pxinciiple^ to fu(ik a pitcl?^ that rS ao in* 
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an account on every frivolous occafion, and perhaps tried by 
a court martial. He himfelf had received fo much bad treat- 
ment on that account, that he was under the neceffity of 
refigning. The eentlemen, therefore, on the other fide, 
had very little caule of complaint as to the condu£l of thofc 
who had a power over them. 

Mr, Sawbrldge knew not in what manner the honourable 
gentleman had been ufed, but he believed if he had experi- 
enced the conduft of the generality of the colonels, he would 
not have found them the tyrants he had reprefented. For 
liis part he did not murmur at any thing which had happened 
to himfelf, but he could aver that he had not enjoyed a fingle 
iday of domeftic felicity fince the camps were formed; but 
he could by no means form an idea why the corps had been 
removed from place to place in the manner they had been \ 
Ihpuld mod certainly agree to the motion, as tending, in 
his opinion, to alleviating the fatigues of the men, and being 
likely to prove infinitely more to the advantage of the na- 
tion, y 
' Colonel Tuj^nell diflented from the motion, on the ground 
ths^t the Houlc had no right t6 interfere with the executive 
power. 

Sir E. Aftley contended that in fuch a cafe the Houfe was 
^mthorifed in interfering ; he put a fuppofition that the troops 
inight be ordered to furround the metropolis ; it would then 
certainly become their duty as reprefentatives of the people 
at large to give their advice. 

Sir fVilliam Meredith was for the motion, and adverted to 
a matter he brought before the Houfe on the 6th of April, 
■concerning the guards^ &c. being ordered out ; he had fince 
found that the cafe was then a little mifreprefented ; but he 
could bring proof, that though not abfolutely ordered on 
duty, a double number had dire£lions to be in readinefs, if 
it was thought expedient to^all for them. 

Sir Charles Cocks did not deny fuch direSions having beert 
given, but it was at the requeft of a civil magiftrate, and 
that civil magiftrates had always a right to tequeft fuch af* 
'fiftance whenever they thought it expedient. 
• Sir fflliiam Meredith knew not how it came that fuch' 
|>ower was invefted ; and thought it was neceflary to have the 
magiftrate brought to the bar of the Houfe, to give his rea- 
sons for his condus£l. 

- Mr. Fox faid, he had been told that fuch a tranfa£lion 
'hai happcfned, but as he could not come at fafts, did not 
^ think 
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thhik it proper to^tfouble the Houfe with mere hearfay intel- 
ligence ; but now the hA was allowed, he thought it incum- 
bent to rife : he was glad to hear the honourable Barondt 
pledge himfelf to bring, if poflible, the magiftrate to the 
bar ; it was in fafl: an aft of juftice^ becaufc it might then 
appear he had other reafons than that there was that day a 
meeting of the inhabitants of Wedminfter^ and alfo a pro- 

Soiition concerning the county petitions to be taken into con- 
deration in that Houfe ; but if the civil magiQrate b^d a 
power to call out the military at pleafure, he. thought it 
would be advifcable on all public occafions to go to the 
meetings armed, that the pcrfons prefent might have fome 
opportunity of defending themfelves. 

Lord North went on nearly the fame grounds as Mr. J^n- 
kinfon and Lord Beauchamp had done ; and concluded witH 
moving that the order of the day might be readi 

Sir yames Lowther having early in the debate pledged 
himfelf, that if the prefent motion was loft; he would make 
one of a fimilar kind at a (hort period, Sir George Yonge 
would not now perfift in urging it further, as matters of great 
importance were to be agitated. The motion was confe- 
quently loft without a diviflon. 

The Grenada bill was now propofed to be taken ihto con-* 
(ideration ; but Colonel Barre obfcrving the latenefs of the 
hour (eight o'clock) for a matter of fuch magnitude to be 
begun upon, calUd on Lord North to know how far he meant 
to. proceed in it, as he thought it would be neccffary to begin 
at noon-day, rather than to make a midnight bufinefs of it ; 
he alfo called upon his Lordftiip to know whether he intended 
to name the commillioners in the committee, or vVhen the 
bill was reported ? 

His Lordftiip anfwered, he had been advifed by two learned 
friends, not to name the commiftioners till the report. ^ 

Col. i?(7rr/ thought this unfair, as it was impoffible for 
gentlemen properly to fpeak to it, till they were acquainted 
to whom the power was to be inverted ; and, on every con- 
iideration, wilhed that it might be poftponed till fome day^ 
when they might enter upon it at a very early hour. 

Lord North had no objcftion to poftponing it> only that 
the multiplicity of bufinefis before the Houfe w6uld prevent 
entering upon it for a confiderable time. 

After much altercation it was agreed to poftpone it till 
the next day. 

Vol. XVn. t The 
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. The Houfe afterwards fornwd itfelf into a committee on 
the bit biU« Mr. Galcoy ne bcoiight up a claufe in favour 
of the gentlemen of LancaAiire and Che(hirey which occa- 
fioned iome coBTer&iioOy and the Houfe was divided, when 
there appeared a majority of two tooneagainft it. 
Jfrii 26. 
The order of the day was read for the fecond reading of 
the billy *^ To continue for a tinie to be limited, the pro-, 
viiiotis of an aA of the laft feffions^ intitled. An a£l for the 
more eafy and better lec^ruiting his Majedy's land forces and 
marines*" 

The hill was warmly oppo(ed by Mr, Tunnr and fever al 
other Members. 

. Sir Phdip yenmng$ CUrle (aid it was totally contrary to the 
j^irit of the conftuutioii, and that it would anfwer no end 
whatever, but being ej^>enfive to the nation, and oppreffive 
10 the people. 

Colonel Barri con&rmed what had been aflerled by the 
bonoiuable gentleman, oUerving that the right honourable 
gentleman who brought in thQ biH, did not ftate the numbenf 
procuied by the pfcfs a6^ to* amount to noore than 3000 men 
in the courfe of the laft year, which 3000 men might be 
obtained at iol« los. per m^n, the whole coil of which 
would not exceed ^,6ooL 

The Secntary at IVkr replied, that the prefs aft anfwered 
susch more beneficial purpofes than the number of men 
procured,^ as men who would never have entered into the 
%sxs\Lty had not the terror of that aft operated on their 
loiods, offin-ed themfelves voluntarily ; he faid, beddes, that 
th« &bftitute9 were eafier had, and the marine recruiting 
fervice had been nearly doubled to what it had been, pre- 
vious to the pafiing of the aft. 

Sir CitH If^ay fpek^ ftrongly againft the bill; he men- 
tioned 4k particular faft, that out of 450 impteded men 
which had been {kvtf to camp, where he ferved, no more 
iban two were retained by the commanding officer, one of 
AK^hkhwas-a Frenqh Qook, who, for his Ikill, was much 
wanted ; the other a negro, yriio entered as ao officer's fervent. 
Many qthqf ftropg circun>ftances were mentioned, th.e 
tnoft remarkable of which was, tha^ one hundred imprefs 
men w ho had been ordered to join a marching regiment irt 
i:amp, wcjneJjrought in iro«6 clofeto the lines ; two guineas 
fertmn were charged tpthe regiment, and it.wa^ obliged to 
receive them; before, however, they were nwirched within 

4 the 
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the ItiieS) the Conamander in Chief being in^ormtdthst tliey 
MPort in irons, gave orders to have the irons knocked off, 
thai the fervice Thoiild not be dtfgraced. In a few daj^ after, 
the Colonel being a(ke<l how many recruits he had, and hair 
be liked them, he replied, that out of the whole niunber, 
he kept but two, though the regiment had been put to fy 
gKat an expeace. 

Sir Edward Aftlej^ Sir Jofifh Mvuoheyj Sir O^ofgt Tongt^ 
Mr. y. JAnJl^n^ Mr. F^Xj and Mr. Dsmpfiir^ fpoli^ againft 
Ibt bil). 

Thit S^crHary at War rofe a fecond time, biK urged no- 
ibrm new in reply. The queftion being put, the Ho^ 
(BvNRc^ Ayes 94. Noes 39* 

The bill was accordingly read a fecond time) and cent-' 
mitted. 

^il 27. 

Sir CharUs Bunhury having brought up the report of "tiie 
eomoMttee on the Grenada b^ll,. 

Mr. James Luttrett iakt be did not rife to oppofe the bH)^ 
■either had he any intention to obje£l to its paffing ; he fefi» 
ifierelt to ftate a difficulty which had prefled a j^ood deal on 
hfemind, as likelv to attend the operation of the bill, if 
not provided againft in fome way or other ; he wilhedthei^ 
fore to have anfwer in whdt manner the btlt, K it pufled 
inlo a larw, would operate upQn thofe captains of BritlA 
cfuizers, kc. who fli^uld take any fhip freighted from 
Qrenada, and fhould fell the veflel and cargo, confidering 
it as mattet of legal fcizure, before the knowledge that the 
aft had paifed, could poffibty come to fuch captains f He 
conceived that an officer might in the full perfualion that he 
was doing his duty, feize a flliip freighted from Grenada, and 
imagining he was warranted by the laws of bis country fo to 
do, fell the fame; having done fo after the pafling of the 
btH, it might happen that when the circumftance of the billls 
h:mng p^ed became known, the owners of the (hip and 
cargo which had been feized and foM, might come upon the 
officers for reftitution, upon the authority of the prefent bin, 
and not merely claim the value, which the officers had 
aAually received, for the fale of the fhip and freight, but 
that larger value which the owners might rate them at. He 
begged to know, how the officers would in this cafe be faved 
from the manifeft injuftice, which^ as bit had ftated it^ he 
prefumed they were liable to ? 

» 2 Lofd 
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hord Beauchamp thznkcd the honourable gentleman for the: 
attention, he had paid the bill, and the very proper^emark he 
had made upon it. His LordCbip then proceeded to ftatc 
the grounds upon which the bill had been moved, and drawn 
lip. Gr.enada, gentlemen well knew, had behaved in fuch 
a manner, as entitled the iflajid to the confi^dcration and the^ 
favour oF Parliament. The prefent bill was intended to 

Bit Grenada upon the fame footing as that upon which 
ominica and St. Vincent'5 flood* Thofe iflands having 
capitulated upon good conditions, were empowered to fend 
their product .to Great Britain. Grenada having been 
obliged to fiirrender to the arms of France at difcretion^* 
could not do fo without being liable to feizure and con-, 
fifcation. . It W3S a faft well known to many merchants of 
London, that the refidents of Grenada had large fto.cks by. 
them of the produce of the iflahd, which they wiflied to 
If^nfmit to this country, in payment of their debts and for 
other piirpbfes ; but that they would not Ihip a fingle article 
for Grbat Britain, unlefs the prefent bill vms pafled, giving 
them protedion from the BritiAi privateers and cruizersy 
whichirendezyoufed at the neighbouring iflands of St. Lucia, 
and fwarmed in the Weft Indies. His Lordfliip having 
iUted the neceflity of paffing the bill, faid, if fuch a bill di4 
not pafs, it would be holding 0ut this language to the Weft 
Jndia iflands, ftill in our ppffefllon : " When the enemy 
attacks you, don't attempt a refiftance, but ip^ke the beft 
capitulation you can, becaufe if you refift ever fo bravely, 
and ar^ forced to furrender at difcretion, the Britifli Par- 
liament will fhew you no favour." The impolicy of talk^ 
irig to our Weft India iflands in this ftile, his Lordfliip faid, 
was fo obvious, that he was convinced the Houfe would not 
hefitate a moment in approving the principle of the bilL 
The honourable gentleman had aflced vy^hat would be the 
Operation of the bill, in cafe (hips were reclaimed after fale, 
by virtue of this bill i In anfwer to this queftion, he begged 
• leave to obferve, that the appeals were by the bill to be heard 
before the judge of our admiralty court, and he prefumed 
the court of admiralty would, when the claim was made out, 
-order repayment of the receipt for the fliip and freight to the 
right owner, but only for the receipt, and without any ex- 
pence whatfoever, to the feizer. 

Lord Mulgrave returned his fincere and hearty thanks 

to the honourable gentleman who had ftarted the objeflion, 

^fgr. having done fo- His Lordfliip faid, it well became that 

Houfe 
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Houfe to pay it due attention, becaiife the objeSion ftruck fiim 
as valid, and it was their duty to take care on every occafion, 
that captains in the navy, captains of cruizers, &c. (hould 
not be liable to expence and manifeft injuftice, in return for 
their zealous endeavours to do their duty, and fulfil the 
purpofe for which they were employed. He re.narked thalt 
the prefent judge of the Admiralty was a gentleman of the 
firft profeffional talents, and perhaps better qualified for the 
office he hekl, than any one man who had fat in that feat 
vrhich he now filled. Nor was be lefs diftinguilhed for hitt 
integrity and ftridl impartiality as a judge, than for his great 
abilities. Every perfon who knew him, refpccled and ad- 
mired him ; no one perfon more than he did. Perfuaded 
however, as he was, of the right conduit which would ever 
be adopted by that gentleman, he could not confent to fuf- 
fer the intereft of the officers of the navy to remain at the 
rifle of any one man's will, nor did he conceive it ought to 
reft on fo precarious a dependence, as any man's difcretionai 
interpretation of what an z&, of Parliament meant, where 
that meaning was not exprefled. Every gentieman knew 
that it was an old maxim, ignorantia juris mn excufat. That 
maxim would operate as a bar againft the only plea, that 
officers, who (hould become refpondents in the cafe ftated, 
could ufe. He wilhed therefore, that fomething was done ii| 
the bill itfelf, to put the matter paft all doubt, and fave -the 
officers from the predicament in queftion, and for mention- 
ing which, be begged leave again to thank the honourable 
gentleman* 

After a few more words from Mr. J. Luttrell, 
Lord Be^uchamp rofe again, and faid that as foon as the 
bill was pafled, the mod effeftual means would be taken to 
fend printed copies of the act to the commanders and officers 
on every flation, and to make the promulgation of it as 
notorious and extenfive as poflibie ; but if that fhould not be 
thought fufficient, the objection might be provided againft 
by adding a claufe at the third reading, as a rider upon the 
bill. 

. The S^lUiior Gtneml read a claufe from the ftatute book, 
flicwing, what the power of the judge of the Admiralty 
court in fuch cafes was ; and at length the bill was or- 
dered to be engrofled, it being firft agreed to add a fi- 
ller to it, for the purpofe above ftated, at the third 
reading. 

P 3 When 
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When thii bufincft was over, Mr. T. Luffiril rofe, aiil 
C^npkinedof tbe general bad attendance in thatHoufe, of 
the piiiJ/tff Lbrds ofihe Admiraky. He faid, if it was t© 
|>e ppeTiimed that the reaf(m of it was the neceffity of their 
attending on the public bufincfe clfewhere, he couW only 
l^bferve, that it had hcver in former wars occurred, that the 
^reience of the j[>uiffK Lotds of the Admiralty was thought 
Jo neceflary out of that Houfe ; if, however, the reafon t>f 
their abfentitig thctnfelves from Parliament, was as he htd 
t(|ttcd it, he could not but rejoke on one account, and thut 
jWfiis, becaufe he was fully perfoadcd, the noble Lord in ht6 
eye [Lord Mulgrave] was tvtry way j^ualified to aflift the 
fiiil Lord of the Admiralty, and give him very good advice 
ton profeflional points. Let the Lords of the -Admiralty, 
JioWerer, ftay away from that Houfe or not, he feouU per- 
^yerein his duty, and make fuch motions as ibould to bitk 
^pear prbpcr. Jfc then went into a confidcration t)f the 
imna^nn: i^pence of the navy, dating it to be greater than 
it was in th^ year 17609 H^d contending that the navy aft 

Jrefent was not nearly eqtiai to what it was in that periiod ( 
>r that iiotwithftanding what had been fo roundly aflertl^d 
j^th ki that Houfe Ma dfewhere, he wtmld undertake to 
^rove, that We had not now fo many Ihips of the line in 
itdual fervice, nor fo many feamen, real dble ft amen, as we 
|tad then. After arguing for fome time%qpon the fubjcdl, he 
|iud he had two motions to make theii, which he tneant to 
JFollow neact week with naore ; before he made them, how^ 
pver, he wiflipd to prove, from the journals, that his mo- 
tions were not unprecedtented. He then drfirfed that the 
^rk n^ght le^d an extract from I74a:>> 1741^ ^tiid 1744, 
in each of which years it appeared that fnniUr motions had 
heen made, and the a^coontjs aiked for had been granted. 
Mr. Luttrdl concluded his fpeedi with moving, 

" That there be laid before the Houfe a lift of all Ikips 
:^d veSe)s of the royal Tynvj^ In commifiion on the xft cxf 
December, 1779, dilUnguiOiin^their ieveral ftations «t thftt 
time, their dates, and complement of men," 

iJLrOrd M^gfXnji rofe to obje A to the motion, ^fectl^rlng, 
^t where a matter ftrtick him as proper in itfelf, althfMiipt 
.it ihould appear that there was np precedent for it, be WOoJd 
Ittuch fopncr agree to it, than where, let ever fo many pr©^ 
ftdents be quoted, the matter itfeif appeared ififtproJ>er to 
be aflent^d to. The prefent motion was of the latter #0- 
fi^^ion J it could give ]Pariiament very little more infor- 

?natiop 
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xnation than that which they had already upon their table, and 
it would furnifh the enemv with moft important intelligence, 
which, with their utmoit ingenuity, they could not others- 
wife get at. He appealed therefore to the Houfe, if it was 
either wife or prudent to accede to it ? His Lordflilp denied 
that the niivy was not now equal to sfi^hat it was in 1 760. He 
fftid perhaps we nright not have exafily the fame number of 
ihips of the line in adual fervice, but the fize of thofe in 
commiilion was larger, and upon the whole, our navai force 
was confiderably greater. 

Sir Edward A filev reprobated this anfwer as dale and un* 
titisfa£tbry. lie (aid it was the common exaife for keeping 
from ParliaiTient that information, which e\ery member had 
« right to call for; he bid the noble Lord therefore come 
f>repared with a better anfwer when he rofe t;o rcfiifc aocountsi^ 
which appeared neceifary to be laid before that Houfe, in or- 
ider to convince the reprefentatives of the people, that the 
immenfe fums voted for the navv fervice were faithfully ap- 
|jlied, and neither wafted nornfed for corrupt purpofes. 

Mr. J. Johnjione alfo complained of the frivolity and fal-^ 
lacy of the noble Lord's anfwer ; he was perfuaded the ac* 
counts would give no intelligence to the enemy, which thejr 
might not get at by other means^ 

Lord Mulgrave rofe again, and faid it was Weil fcnown that 
4I. a month, the fum ufually voted for feamen, was notade- 
^uate to tbe ex pence, and that thence <he extraordinaries of 
the navy became fo large. With regard to the number of 
feamen and marines borne and muflered, an account was al^ 
feady upon the table. The prefent motion was of a very dif* 
ferent tendency ; it required a particular account of the number 
of men on board the refpedive (hips of the navy^ (Uting the 
fikmes of the ihips, and where tbey were difpoA^d. The pro*- 
ducing of fuch an account, would give the enemy a compkte 
knowledge of tlw ftation of our whole navy, and would teach 
4hem where it would be moft advifeable for them to attack 
tis ; he could not therefore think of agreeing to giVe any fuch 
account, and if gentlemen would but allow themfelves a 
tnomenC's time to refle<a on the fubjeS, he did not doubt 
but they would join with him, in thinicing tiiat tus objedton 
^as by no means trifling or indgnificant. 

Mr. Luttrell in anfwer, faid, that the accotmt Wi the tai. 
ble was no account at all. That a great number of <ht fea>- 
fiien inchided in iliat grofs amount were employed Oft thdie^ 
fome thoufandf; in prefs gangs, whobetongied to Do (hipt* cotf)-. 
rany, others were in prifons va France^ alKlfo asu What he 

P4 ^w^xiA. 
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to get at, was an authentic account of the (hips' comr 

its, whereby the Houfe would be able to fee the num- 

mcn in aQual fervice, and thence judge for themfelves, 

.er the money he had voted, was honeftly applied, o^ 

aer it was ufed to purchafe majorities in Parliament. 

1 regard to the noble Lord's objeflion upon the ground 

the account would give the enemy a compleat knowledge 

ae.ftation and difpofition of the navy; he faid, it would 

e ho fuch eiFe<5l, becaufe it only went up to the ift of 

cember, almoft fix months ago, and therefore the noble 

ird was wrong in ftating that it would give the enemy an 

count of the prefent ftation and difpofition of the navy. 

.' we really had 100,000 feamen in aflual fervice, as ap- 

eared on paper, fo far from its being wrong to let the enemy 

;uow it, it appeared to him the wifeft thing we could do, to 

nake them acquainted with fo glorious a circumftance. He 

afTured the noble Lord, for this and the other reafons he had 

ilated, that ifhe perfifted iii refufing the account moved for, 

he would take the fenfe of the Hou^ upon his motion, evca* 

though he fhould ftand alone on the divifion. 

Lord Mulgrave rcpc2ittd his former arguments, and ftrength- 
tned them with fome additional ones ; after which the Houfe 
divided upon the motion. Ayes, 42. Noes, 65. 

Mr. LuiircU then moved his fecond motion a$ follows : 
- ** That there be laid before the Houfe an account of the 
f' number of men and marines borne, and the number muf»» 
f^ tcred, of the complement of the feveral Ihips and veflels 
^' of the royal fleet, refpedively, on or about the ift of Dec. 
" 1 779> together with the fupernumerary feamen and marine^ 
^* on board the faid fliips and veflels." 

I This motion pafled in the negative without a divifion.J 
After Mr. LuttrelPs motions were difpofed of, Mr. Eden 
lilefired to call the attention of the Houfe to the fituation of the 
American merchants. He faid that though he had acquiefced 
on a former occafion, in the expedient propofed to enable the 
Ihips to fail by an adjt of the executive power, for which a bill 
of indemnity flioMJd ^ftenvard^ b<5 given ; he had acquiefced 
in that, partly beCaufe he fhared the general anxiety to give 
fomfe rectfsf rorfi bufihefs for the benefit of the fpeaker-s health. 
*That the Houfe, however, ought now to recoUefl, that though 
thp tfeafpry warrants woqld epablethe merchants to get clear- 
ances from the feveral cuftom-doufes at London, Liverpool, 
and Briftol, and though veffels of iramenfe value had aftually 
failed under tbofe clearances, [the cargoes amounting nearer to 
r,6oo,C0ol, r/ran to 6qo,ooo1. as he had before liated] yqt 
- '«^Me to feizure by an^ Buv\Q\-Nd\As,\xTv\:\\ w^Qlc^^ 
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Parliament had aflually pafTcd to legalize them. Under thefe 
circumflances the bill originally intended for this piirpofehad 
been returned by the lords with fome amendments, which were 
likely to occafion debates and delays. The fituation then of 
the merchants' interefts was become embarraffing and difficult: 
Mr. Eden wiflicd however to ftate the particulars which had 
led to that fituation, as well to fave the Houfe of Commons 
from the charge of undue negligence, in having paflTed a very 
faulty bill,' as to protedl the Houfe of Lords from the impu* 
tation of having made unneceflfary and wanton amendments. 
When the petition of the merchants wasprefented in Febru- 
ary, the Houfe ordered a bill to be brought in, for limited and 
proper purpofes, efpecially defcribed in thai order ; it was na- 
tural then for the Houfe to repofe on their own order, and to 
take for granted that it would be purfued. He was now forry 
to inform them, that the bill fmuggled through the Houfe 
was, in every point, irreconcileable to the order on which it 
was founded. He dated the particulars, and fummed them 
up with a remark, that the bill fent to the Lords was a total, 
unqualified, and gratuitous repeal of the navigation a<3, open- 
ing the trade to Guernfey, Jerfey, and the Eaft-Indies, and 
authorizing even an unreltrained fupply to the rebel colonies. 
He then turned towards Governor Pownall and faid, ** ^Hi'ts 
was your bill": — This was the bill which is now wifhed to 
be printed and handed down to polterity as a model of com- 
mercial and political wifdom. It was an unhappy mifcarri- 
age, a wretched embryo, a monftrous abortion ; and yet the 
paternal affeflion of its author was fuch, that he had wifhed 
to preCerve it in fpirits, to (lufFit into a bottle of Mrs. Van- 
butchell's pickle, and to carry it about the world in his pocket 
as a proof of prolific vigour. — Mr. Eden, however, intreated 
him to divert his grief by a kind regard towards the healthy 
and well-formed offspring now brought to his door froin the 
other Houfe ; he wifhed, for the hon. gentleman's confolation, 
and for the interefts of the public, to tempt him to adopt the 
^iving child, and to put the little pickle upon a (hclf. — Mr. 
Eden next flated the amended bill, and faid, that it was nearly 
the reverfe of the other in every point of political expediency, 
commercial advantage, and parliamentary precifton ; he in- 
timated, that the amendments had been made by the Lord 
Chancellor, upon a full and frequent communication with 
merchants, with the cuftom-houfe, and with other perfons 
flcilled in the fubje6^. *^ This [faid he] is your bill." He 
then held it up to the Houfe, and after obferving that It was 
fcratched in every claufe and in eyery line, reminded the Houfe 
pf the Rory of Sir John Cyilei'S ftocVCvngs, y(V^v:\v>n^\^^.x\^- 
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ed and mended 'till there was not one original thread remain- 
ing, - The Hoiife of Commons had fent from the hon. gen- 
tleman's loom a pair of black worded (lockings, full of holes, 
rotten, mir-(hapen,andall calf; the Houfe of Lords had mended 
them with white filk, had picked out the woollen rags, and 
returned, in fliort, a pair of filk ftockings, of excellent ihape 
and fabric. He affured the hon, gentleman that thefe new 
flockings would well become his leg, and entreated him no 
longer to have any hankering after the old tatters. He then 
apologized for any harfhnefles which he might have ufed ; 
they were meant towards a particular bill, and not to leileii 
the confidence which the Houfe might on other occafions 
repofe in the hon. gentleman's bufy and a£l;ive talents. 
, Governor Pownall began his reply with fome warmth« 
He faid he (hould not attempt to follow the hon. gentleman 
through his witticifms, becaufe if he had wit at will, he did 
not think the proper time for exercifing it, was on a fubje<^ of 
very ferious national importance. The Houfe of Lords, in 
their condu£l refpe^ting the bill which they had fent back on 
^donday laft, had made an unconftitutional attack on the pri- 
vileges of the Cdmmons, in which attack they were now fe* 
C6nded by the honourable gentleman who (poke laft, and had 
^fended the outrage without (hame. So far from reprobat** 
ing the Lords for their condudl, the hon. gentleman had pre- 
jteffed himfelf the panegyrift of the other Houfe, on the oc-. 
pifion ; he (hould not therefore confider the hon. gentleman's 
avit, but his ignorance, which he would expoie in fo (Irong 
a point of view, that if the honourable gentleman was not 
de^d to all fenfe of fliame, he fhould feel his error and wifli 
he .had faved him thetrouble of correcting him, and bad not 
given hiiti fuch an opportunity of exercifing thofe bufy and 
a&ive talents, which the honourable gentleman had affeSeA 
to laugh at ; when he faid this, he declared he lamented, that 
in the prefent cafe, he could only ex-pofe the ignorance of one 
lord of trade ; he had a (lory to tell, which would provethe 
Ignorance of the whole board. The bill which the honour** 
able gentleman had mentioned his defign to bring in as a new 
Ibill, was the bill amended by the Lords, and however lightly 
or ludicrouily the honourable gentleman might think prop.er 
to tmat it, was a dired atteqfipt, now for the firft time openly 
qfiadey to fupercede by aA of Parliament, the commercial laWi 
and conftitution of this country, fabjeSing by law fif ftich 
an a(3 of Parliament may be, and become law] the perfdii^, 
property, and conmnerce of this kingdom, trading to the 
Colonies, wh6revM:.lus Majefty's arnfts can get poile^on of 
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ihetA, lo the diicretionary, aAitrary, legiflatlvc, and eic«*. 
cutive po*tr of a military magillrate, who is to makelaws, 
0tti ciceciKc them as to hkn (hall fcem neceffary. 

Having did thls^ the Governor proceeded to give the hifi. 
toy of the bill, previotis to its going up to tire other Houfe % 
Mid then was entering into a circumftantial defcription of the 
latere and tendency of the amendments made by the othet 
^Ottfe-^wben he was called to order by Sir Grvrgr ITmge^ 
mho faid, that the amendments made by the Lords, to whick 
the h®n. gentleman feemed proceeding to fpeak, were not 
Sti ptoptxXy bel-ore the Ht>ufe, but ftood upon order of the 
lioufe for the next day. 

Mr. Burke fuggcttcd, that it fccmed to prefs in point of 
time, that the gentleman who firft fpoke, had mt&ed hi« wit 
with fome lirtje angfcr ; that the other had begun with anger^ 
tad if allowed to go forward, would no doubt grow T^itty. 

He was called to order by Governor Pownalij whp wiflwi 
t» know whether any queftion was yet dated, that he might 
if^A to it regularly. 

The order of the day was then mc^ed, and Mr. Eden ooo«- 
lauded the converfatton by fayitig^ that he had no wiih or 
MKtiety on the occafion, except a general one for the interefb 
4if the merchants, and the fupply of New York \ that hfc 
liad betn prepared to move for a new bill precifely in the 
^ords lent by the LfOrds, but thai it Was perhaps premature i 
fkat with regard to the homnirabte gentleman's change rf 
4htimek(rnefs and want of information, he would only ftate 
#11 oki anecdpte from a jeft book : When Dr. Radcliite tohl 
Alr» Jervai)s that he might do any thing, provided he would 
tiot dn^w hi« ptdure) Jervais anfwei^, 1 hat he could tate 
amy thihg from Doftor Radcliife, ckccpt his piik. The ho^ 
libliraMe getiileman, feid Mr. Eden, is very angry at mj 
Jefcriptton of hi8 performattceiiB ; I have only to iay, thttt t 
4Sftn take any thing of him in a Pari iamentary way, ex^pt 
1h6 bills. 

Lord Ctor^ G^riimj after obfierving in a good doiiWe piiin, 
Ibat Mr. Eden had given fome iUken praifcs to the LottiK 
4sx having worfted a member of the Commons, faid he hut 
« pention from Ayrihire to prcibnt to the Houfe. Befbtt 
'howvver he prefented it, he thought it necefTaty ro fey fome 
lew tnaHeits, worthy their attemion. His JLty^dthip went 
into a ieries of obfervations and remarks, on what l>atl fallen 
A-em Lord Ntfg^nt and Mr. Adam in the conrfe of Mon«- 
ihy')^ debate^ arraigning the foraier of having fpoken mere- 
ly 
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ly of the conduct of Charles I. in civil matters, and applaud- 
ing the latter for blanning that weak Prince for his religious 
as well as his civil conduft, declaring that it was owing to 
his religious principles chiefly, that all his misfortunes were 
afcribabie, and that the family of the Stewarts, the rightful 
heirs to the throne of England, were deprived of their in- 
heritance, and both King William and the prefent family 
called in to reign over a people, whofe laudable averfion to 
popery made them deteft and abhor all Princes affe£led to 
that intolerant religion. 

In his ufual and very (ingular way of fpeaking, his Lord- 
fhip brought in a number of ftrange allufions to recent mat- 
ters, tying and conneSing what had occurred many years 
fince, with what had occurred lately, , in a moft extraordinary 
manner. Talking of James II. hefaid that Prince had for 
a long time concealed his popiih inclinations, but at length 
he became fo barefaced, that he received Ferdinando Dada as 
tht Pope's Nuncio ; there were good and bad Lords then', 
he faid, as well as how, for the Duke of Somerfet refufedto 
introduce the Nuncio, knowing that he would have been 
guilty of treafon had he done fo, and he loft his place for 
his refufal ; but the Duke of Grafton did the job. He faid 
he fhould not wonder, if the religious grievances of the pco. 
pie were not redreffed, to fee popery get to fo great a heicht in 
this country now, as it did in any popifh reign ; nor mould 
he be furprized if another Ferdinando Dada was to enter 
that Houle in his pontificalibus, and take his feat there. He*' 
took occafion to animadvert on the powers of i:orruption in 
the power of the treafury bench ; and quoted Lord Chatham's 
authority, to prove that there were greater means of buying 
mens' votes than with either the profits of official emolument, 
penHons, or places, and that was by titles. The Earl had 
faid, ** get but the thoughts of a title intb a man's head> 
and he'll do any thing to obtain it/' He told the Speaker, 
he had heard a noble Lord wanted to buy him with a title. 
He advifed him by no means to accept of it. He bid him 
remember that Lord Chatham was funk by a title, and loft 
his popularity in confequence of his accepting one. Should 
he [the Speaker] be weak enough to ^cept a title, his po- 
pularity would be irrecoverably gone i the yeomanry would 
iefpife him ; he advifed him, therefore, to prefervehis 
prefent dignity. Don't, fays he, Mr. Speaker, be cozened 
by a title. Why, Sir, the King has it not in his power to 

ennobk 
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€|inobIe you- Lord Onflow has got a title, and would you 
accept ot one? No, Sir, I hope you arc above it ; I hope 

Su*ll continue fervins your country, in making excellent 
^ ccches for the people 8 rights, as you did from the treafury 
tiench a f«w weeks ago. I look upon you, Sir, and the 
member for Bridol, and the member for Malmlbury, and 
my worthy friend the member for Calne, as four of the firft- 
men ip the kingdom. Sir, in poin( of abilities. It is in 
this Houfc only, that fuch men can beft ferve their country ; 
therefore, Sir, I advife you to (lay where you are. 
. His J^ordihip was, in the courfe of his fpeech, repeatedly 
qalled to order by different members, and defired by the 
Speaker, at the inftance of the Houfe (who often called out 
qhair ! chair !) to confine himfelf to the fubjefi matter of the 
petition. His Lordfhip took the advice very 'patiently, but 
^;ach tipne that he was called to order, rofe again, and pur- 
fued jiis fpeech with the utmod compofure ; at length, how- 
ever, the Houfe would not bear fuch diforderly conduct any 
longerf and his Lordfhip of neceiTity adverted to the peti- 
tioHj which he flated to be the petition of the people of 
Ayrihire in Scotland, praying for leave to bring in a bill 
to repeail the late a£ls pafled in favour of the Roman Catho* 
licks. 

The petition was, upon motion, brought up, read, and 
ordered to lie on the table. 

The order of the day was then read for the third reading 
offhe wine duty bill. 

A fliort debate took place, in which Sir Edward Aftley, 
Sir Cecil Wray, Sir Philip Jennings Gierke, and Sir George 
Savile fpoke. 'J^he rcfult of the debate was, a motion put 
by. Sir Philip Jennings Gierke, that the third reading be poft- 
poned till that day fe*nnight. The arguments on which this 
motion reded, was, that it was not right to impofe new bur- 
thens on the fubjedl, however neceiTary, till fomething had 
been done for the people, in confequence of their petitions. 
At length the Houle divided. 

Ayes, 67 Noes, 128 

The bill was then read a third time and paflfed. 

The order of the day was afterwards read, for the third 
reading of the (laihp duty bill. 

This gave rife to , another debate. The oppofition was 
grounded in the fame manner as before, 'i'he Speakers 
were. Sir George Savile, Mr. Burke, General Conway, Mr* 
Fox, Lord North, Mr. T. Townfhend, Lord George Gor- 
don, 
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A>n> Mr. Medfey^ MV. Hopkins, Sir Philip JeflningsiCterlWy. 
antf Sir J'ofeph Mawb«y^ 

Sir George SisfDile and Mr. Burke having conteiKJed that i^ 
was the cfiity of the Houfo- to exercife thip p^wer of tb^ 
piirfe, (which a nohld Lord in a fornier debat>e ha(4 toM the» 
they poifeffed) on the prefent occafion, aiK) to with-hokt th4 
t^ifes, till fometh^ngceift^lUal was done for the people^ 

General' Ci»;ra&)rr^ rofci and faidiy thai he could not belp^ 
differing fronn his honourable iYtends on tkc prefetYt occa-- 
fion ; he thought the Houfc were bound, as they had roted^ 
tbeflipply, to vote the wayaand means; if they bad ob- 
Jetfled to voting the^f*ipply> till the grtevanees- of the peopte^ 
were redrefll»d^ that) he faid) would have been Parliaments 
.ary and fair, net tbat he fhould bavo^ conk^ into the meefiiirt* 
If his friends perftfted in dividing tfce Houfe upon thepres 
fent occafion, he fbouki find himfelf d>iiged tovotc againft 
?hem> and be boped as be had been no great favourer ef > tbct 
aicAftires of acbniniftKitiens though certainly no enemjF t^ 
govermnent, bis doing fo would nor be wrongly interpr^C^* 
fe repetted it^ that he thought ParKafB«it pledgedto vote 
the ta^es, baving voierf the fupp^. 

- Mtv P&9$y in- ar ^ry abJc fpeecbj controverted this p0ft- 
tion, and declared, that though he neither entirely agreed 
with his hoooarabtife' friend who fpofcelaft, nor with cifher of 
his two honourable friends who fpofec before bins, he w'a^ 
perfuaded the do^rine he had juft he^d was eTroneous*. So 
far from the Aipply being the propereft matter to refufe vet* 
tingi as a right exei^Jfeof'thopewtr of the purfe, he-was 
convinced to the contrary^ though he bad iifmfclf pppofed 
th!8 fupp^y, and thought if the Houfe had dene the fa»)e> tife 
lifque would have been fo little, and' the advantage* to- tfce 
public fo great, that tfie Houfe would have done righrt. fi^ 
they joined Rim, at leaft fb as to make a majority, and te* 
fbfed to vote the fupply, till the petitions of the people* were 
complieij with, he was perfuaded the ^ievances complained 
of would long ere this have been* rcdreifed. Let his honour^ 
able friend recolleft what was the confequence of refufing to 
vote the fupoly; I< was this : Tbe loan was ftopped ; the 
money couIq BO^ be had, the navy could not be equipped, 
the army could not be fent out,- neither could any prcparatien 
for the public fikvice be-rtiade! Was the confcquence of 
' refbfing to vote the ways and means the fame ? Moft cer- 
tainly not. TTic mififflcr having his fupply voted, had 
jnade^bii»loen> and <eeitkl equip the ifleet, and fend out- the 
^ ' army. 
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anpy. The ways and means being delayed, made no differ- 
ence whatever. It was, therefore, at leaft more prudent 
apd perhaps equally effeSual, to rcfufe voting the ways 
and means, as to refufe voting the fupply. Wheo the 
ways and means were voted this year, they had been 
voted contrary to the rule ot Parliament, which was another 
teyfon for voting againft them now. Mr. Fox ufed a 
fpriety of arguments to convince the Houfe, that agree* 
aUe to the refolntion of the 6th of April, they Hood pledged 
iq the moft folemn manner, to redrcfs the grievances of 
ihc people, before they impofed new grievances ; new taxes, 
be wid, were undoubtedly new grievances j and therefore it 
WM the duty of the Houfe to do fomething for the people, 
before they did more for the crown. He contended that the 
ways and means were grants to the crown, and therefore as 
Onie means of keeping Parliament fitting 'till fomething ef- 
fe&ual.was done in compliance with the petitions of the 
people, he advifed every one of the 233 of the 6th of 
Apvilf to vote for fufpending the tax bills, 
. Lord North faid he could not but think the Houfe flood 
pledged to vote the ways and means, having voted the fup- 
ply ; he did not mean to fey that gentlemen were bound to 
approve of every tax propofed; nay he would go farther, 
Aey were not obliged to propofe other taxes in the room of 
fhofe they diftpproved ; they had a right to expeft that the 
King's fervants would produce others that (hould be more 
Dopbjedtonable, but when the Houfe had encouraged the 
lCing'9 fervants to make a loan, they certainly were bound 
to take care of the money lenders, and to give them good 
fbcurity for payment of the intereft of their money, other- 
We the finking fund muft fuffer very deeply. Gentlemen 
(aid, delay would make no difference ; he begged leave tp 
tell the lioufe, that the affertion was altogether founded in 
error- The public revenue fuflered by every day*^ delay. 
It had fuffered very confiderably by the uaavoidable delays, 
which had happened already ; by the delay occafioned by the 
yecefs, and by the laft delay in confequence of the Speaker'^ 
indifpofition. The public were great lofers on account of 
^lay ; he hoped, therefore, the Houfe would prevent farther 
Ipfe to them ; and as to the idea of keeping Parliament fit- 
ting, by not voting the tax-bills, that was iqle and unneceP. 
fary. There was fo much bufinefs of very great import- 
^nge before Parliament, that it would be impoflible to rife 
very fooi\ ; the bufinefs already in agitation every gentleman 
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muft know, would take up a confiderable time before it 
would be finiihed. His Lordfhip explained Mr. Fox's aifer- 
tion, that the ways and means had this year been voted. con- 
trary to the rule of Parliament, by fliewing, that though 
in appearance the fadl was fo, in reality it was otherwife^ 
becaufe that part of th^.fupply, more than that made it equal 
to the ways and means,, which had not been voted, at the time 
that the ways and means .were ypted, was known, to the . 
Houfe, and was for expences brought forward from the lad 
year, the accounts of which were nqt ready, to be laid on 
the table on the day of the budget, but had fince been laid 
on the table. 

Mr. Burke replied, and Mr. T. Townjhend fpoke forfomc 
time. The chief argument of the latter was, that as the 
taxes were not ftated m the bills to take pl^ce before the firft 
of June, it could make no difference, provided they re- 
ceived the royal alTent by that day. 

Lord George Gordon hcgHLiy with faying, that he had a ntyi 
opinion to givej'and that was, he faw clearly that the pre- 
fent mmiftry would hold their places, the taxes would all pafsi 
and the petitions of the people wotild be difregardeil. Th^ 
rqafon why \\^ thought fo, was, becs^ufe he found the oppofi- 
tion to be a rope of fand; th^y were falling to pieces every day; 
they had no 6;rnnefs, no unanimity. [Mr. T. TownLliend, 
who fat next his Lordfliip, aflced him,- what made him ima* 
gine fo ?] He faid, he had the beft authority for thi» ; the 
members ofoppofition faid it themfelves; for how had theho^ 
nourable memoerfor Malmefbury. began his fpeech? Had he 
not in fo many exprefs words faid, he differed from, his hpr 
nourable friend, the member for York ; he differed from his 
other friend, the member for Briftol ; and he differed from the 
honourable general over the way ! Would oppofition after 
this talk of unanimity ? Befides, what was their language 
at couaty meetings, committees, &c. ? The honourable 
member for York differed about the tefl propofed at the York 
meeting. The honourable member for Weftminfter was for. 
annual Parliaments. " No, fays the member for Briftol,*' (who 
belonged to no committee, and had figured aw^^y at nomeetr 
ing) " I am neither for annual, nor triennial, but I ftick to 
feptennial Parliaments !" The fail was, each of the great lea^ 
ders ofoppofition was connefled with a party who had been iu 
government, and each thought himfelf obliged at all tiraes to 
adhere to the original principles and political fyftem of that par- 
ty.. The people, therefore, had no confidence in the great lea- 
ders ofoppofition in that houfe \ they faw their difunion among 
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ihcmfelves, and they would not truft them. His Lord(hip went 
on thus : I fay^ without the people, nothing can be done, 
;Mr. Speaker. In vain, Sir, is all your flaving in the chair, 
land your flaving on the treafury bench, unlefs the people are 
with you : One fide of the Houfe, Sir, is thought as ill of 
without doors as the other; the people think neither are to 
be trufted, and while that's the cafe, it is in vain to hope 
for any good. The people, Sir, don't mind what's done in 
Parliament. Why, oir, the day after the contradors bill was ' 
'thrown out by the Houfe of Lords, which was a very violent 
meafure, I went out into the ftreets, and I faw all the people 
in their fliops about their ordinary bufinefs as if nothing had 
happened. I was at Bofton, Sir, at the beginning of our dif- 
putes, and there when any great oueftion was in agitation, 
the people regarded nothing elfe till it was decided one way 
or the other. I repeat it, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that with- 
out unanimity among themfelves, oppofition can da no fer^- 
vice to the people. 

■ Sir Jojeph Mawbcy charged Lord North with having im*- 
pofed a new tax on the public, without the confent of Par- 
liament; and in proof of this aflertion, faid, that either the 
noble Lord in the blue ribbon, or-fome other minifter, had 
given to Mr. Jamineau, of the poft-ofBce, an exclufive right 
to fend newfpapers into the country, in confequence of which 
all the clerks of the roads were forced to buy their papers of 
him, and he charged them a farthing profit upon each ; fuch 
gentlemen, therefore, who lived in the country, and had papers 
lent from the poft-office, paid more for them than if they 
were ferved by a newfman or bookfeller. 
• Mr. Hopkins warmly exprefled his enmity to the prefent 
adminiftration, but declared his great diflike of dividing the 
Houfe on every trifling occafion. It only bred animofity, 
and extended divifion. 

At length the queftion was put, and the Houfe divided 
upon it. Noes 211, Ayes 124. 

The bill was read and palFed. 

The Houfe then went into a 'debate, whether the Speaker 
(hould leave the chair, in order that the committee on the 
Commiflion of account bill might fit. 

Lord George Gordon wiihed to adjourn in confideration of 
the Speaker's health. 

The Speaker thanked the noble Lord for his kind attention 
to him, but faid, he fhould be out of the chair in cafe the 
Houfe prcfceeded ; and if the cafe were otherwife, he begg^ 
no public bufinefs might ftop on his accouuX. 

Vol. XVII. Q. ^^^ 
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Sir TFiflHam Mtredith fitd^ 95 tht noble Lord in the bide 
ribbon, he tmderitood, iheant to propoffe the commiffioners 
by tlimei) for mfcttion in the firft claiife, it wouM uitdoubt- 
cdly cive rrft to intich debaSte ; confidering the late hour of 
the night, therrfore, he ihoi%ht the Hoiifc had belter ad^ 
|ourn, and for that reafon moved to ^joufrn. 

yir. yanm Lutirtily in a very ftroftg and 'able ij)eech, 
t&clared Ims objedion lo the principle of the brll, which, he 
laid, he confrdered as a perpetual injun^i6h againft PafrUtt- 
ttiefntary enquiry. It tended to take away from that Houfi»^ 
one of two propofttions, which he had ever confidered to be 
in&pantbly inherent in the HouTe of Commons, viz. the 
right of voting the public money, aind the right of dbmanding 
:in account of its eixpenditure. Mr. Luttrell feconded Sif 
William's motion for adjournment. 

Mr. Fox fafid if aiiy perfbn's health was to be codTideredy 
h was that of the noble jLord, on whofe account he was verjr 
ready to adjourn. He thought it right howferer, to fay, 4h«i 
^le'fhouM cokitendfofhis honourable 'friehd's bill for ^reform- 
ing the civil eftablifhment ftanding firft for the next day at 
all hazards^ whether the cbmihittiee fat on the noble Lord-s 
conuhiffion of account-bill then or not, becaufe he wiifaed to 
:go'through that bill entirely the next day. 

Lord ?/(9r/A thanked the honourable gentlemah for his con- 
sideration of his health, but declared he found himfelf by no 
means incapable of gpi ng on . If the commifSon of accounts 
bill were then deferred, there was no open day for it for a 
week to come, a circtimftance, he prefunied, that igentlemen 
were not aware of. 

After fome convcrfatipn upon it from Colonel Barre, Mr. 
Burke, Mr. Dunhinjg, and -Lord North, Mr. Dunning agreed 
.to let his oixier of the day for the comniittee on the petitions, 
ftand over to May 2. 

Mpril tR. 

The order of the day, for the third reading of the Grenada 
Bill, being read, 

'Lord 'i^^<n/r^^«i|^rafe,'iahd moved an additional <:taufe by 
way of rider. The -claufe gave an indemnification, undtr 
certain redridions, to Aich captains of Britifh cruizers, as 
ihould feize (hips frei^tcd from Grenada for Great Britain, 
and fell the (hip and cargo within a limited time froin the 
pafling of the aft. 

The claufe was bronght up, atid being agreed to by the 
Houfe, the bill fo amended was read a third ti^e and paiied^ 
-Af four o'clock the HouCe itfc!bi«AVvfe\t wxo 2. c<mimittee 
'«n Mr. Burke's bill, and fe^ lookvuvo \\\r\x cwx^^T«L\^vk 
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l^p Chufe for abo]!fhing the oifice of the great wardrobe, the 
pffice pf the removing warcjrobe, the office of mafter of the 
irpbeSy the office called the jewel office, and all the places and 
charges^ whether of perfons prefiding in or dependent on 
ihem, or any of them, of what nature foever, except thofe 
of one houfekeeper, and one wardrobekeeper (the faid places 
lO be united after the pofTeffioix of the.prefent occupiers) in 
each of his Majefty*s palaces and houfes. 

Mr. Bitrh opened the de^bate by rifing to inform the com* 
#iittee why he had not attempted to meddle with the houjfe- 
ifc^pers of the royal palaces. He faid, he foiuidi palaces of 
H|,WO kinds, real and virtual; palaces which were irifible 
1^ fuh&antial, and palaces which were merely ideal, and 
^M no exiitence but in the intellects. On examining the 
jr^.book, he found at the head of the lift of houfekeepers, 
jlady Mary Churchill, and (he was followed by a whole heap 
/tf pjetucoits. He (leclarcd he thought it extremely right that 
.thene (hould be fojne refpeftable eftabliihment for women qf 
condition and family, and therefore imagining that the places 
-.Irere all held by ladies, as well out of his natural refpeift for 
^ihe feXy as from the real feelings of his mind upon the occa- 
i^om, he determined not to meddle with one of them. He had 
Jbowever received no lefs than eight letters on the fubjeS, 
jbegging him not to move for the abolition of the places pf 
phoftlekecpers to the royal palaces, and among others one from 
iHaiverford-weft, ftating that John Manners, £fq. was houfe- 
keeperat Whitehall. i^Ic again referred to the red-book,.for 
^before, he had imagined it to be an error, and that it had either 
:ineant Lady John Manners, or Joan Manners; howeveT> 
after bruihjng afide the croud of hoop -petticoats which almoft 
concealed him, he efpied John Manners, Efq. He faid, he 
immediately went to Whitehall, which he found to be one of 
^the ideal palaces, without habitations for retinue, or capability 
of reception of refidents. All he faw there was feveral 
^intings of nudities in the banquetting Houfe, by Peter 
•faul Rubens, and a painter bufy about them, who, according 
,to the modern fa/hion, was employed in correding and im- 
-proving the works of that great mafter. He faw, however^ 
vnohoufekeeper, nor any occafion for one, though five huri- 
iired pounds a year and better, was paid to John Manners, 
Efq-^ for holding that office. He mentioned this, to ftiew at 
once that the office of houfekeeper to any of the royal palaces^ 
/Was, generally fpeaking, a mere finecure, which, however, 
as long as it was beftowed on ladies of condition, fliould re- 
ceive no (hock or violence from his bauds. TlVv& i^ft. o^ ^^fc 
dPiiXiic went to the abolition of the o^ceti oi x\ve ^e»X vi^ax^ 

QJ2, ^^^- 
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robe, &c. which undoubtedly were fo far ufelefs, that though 
they c©{l a great deal of money, the committee muft fee the 
whole duty of tbem might be done at confiderably lefs ci- 
pencc by other perfons. 

Lord John Cavendijh rofe, juftto (late to the Houfe, that 
the office of the great wardrobe was of modern inftitution, 
and that it had not been inftituted under an idea, that it wis 
to remain a pei'manent office. » 

Mr. Gilbert faid, that when he fuggefted to the Hou(e,^ 
two years ago, the plan of ceconomy and regulations upon 
which the prefent bill is founded, he hoped his Majefty's 
minifters would have advifed him to have made the neceflary 
enquiries, and to have direfted fu^h retrenchments in hiscx- 
pences, as might have enabled him to have given fome con« 
fiderable fums in eafe of his fubjefts under their prefeftt 
burthens: if that had been done, inftead of the petitions 
which have been prefcntcd to this Houfe, his Majefty would- 
moft probably have had the fatisfa6tion of receiving addrei&s 
of thanks from his people. 

That as he had upon a former occafion intimated his 
opinion,N that it would be indelicate to reform thofe parts of 
the expenditure of the civil lift whichxelated to his Majefty's 
houfhold, by adt of Parliament ; and as the Houfe had, in 
a former determination, avoided entering upon them, he 
thought it probable that they would adhere to the fame -rule, 
in their determination refpedling the great wardrobe, now 
under their confideration, as falling vyithin that defcription. 

That he hoped the committee would pay fo much credit to 
the part he had taken in public affairs, and to his condudl in 
life, as to acquit him of any interefted views refpefting that 
office, notwithftandlng he was a member of it ; he aifured 
the committee, that on every occafion, where his own intereft 
had flood in competition, with that of the public, he ha4 
always preferred the latter. 

That with the affiftance of the jnafter of the wardrobe, 
he had reformed fuch abufes in the office, as fell under his 
infpeftion, as comptroller, and bad faved his Majefty 900L 
per annum. That he did not wi(h to have that office freed 
from infpe6lion and regulation; on the contrary, he knew 
there were finecure places, and other things in it, which 
wanted reformation; but he did not think it proper to have 
them regulated by afl: of Parliament; rather wifliing hj| 
Majefty would be pleafed to make the neccffary reformations 
in all offices within his houfliold, by his own authority; and 
that he thought it might be proper for the Houfe to addrcfs 
bis MajeOy for that purpofe^ us vx viowU^ b^ the faving, 
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furnifli him with the means, not only of relieving many par- 
ticular diftrefled objefts, which his goodnefs and humanity 
would lead him to, but alfo of giving relief and fupport to 
bis fubjeds in general, when opprcfled by heavy taxes. 

That he did not think himfelf of confequence enough to 
make a motion of that fort, bat it coincided fo much with his 
general fcntiments and wifhes (which he had before expreffed 
4Hi many occafions) that if any other gentlemah would do it, 
he (houldhave his hearty concurrence and affiftance. 
. Lord Nugent objected to the claufe in queftion, as tending 
very unjuftifiably, in his opinion, to interfere with his Ma-» 
jefty's domeftic regulations. He faid, if the honourable; 
gentleman, when he faw the painter at work in the Banquet* 
nig Houfe, at Whitehall, on the paintings of Rubens, had 
aiked that painter who he was, he did not atall doubt, but the 
man would have tpld him he was a reformer, and that he was 
attempting to reform and alter thofe piSures which had been 
the original work of a greater matter, and had been admired 
for a long feries of years. Jufl: as the painter's attempts to 
corre£t the piflures of Rubens had (truck the honourable 
gentleman, did the honourable gentleman's bill ftiike him; 
it was an attempt to, reform, alter, and correal the conftitu- 
tion ; he cautioued the honourable gentleman, therefore, hovir 
he proceeded; the conftitution was the work of the old 
fchool, the work of thofe matters, whofe univerfal excellence 
and ikill has been ettabliflied by the fandlion and approbation 
of admiring ages; let the honourable gentleman confider, 
that the piSure, however mellowed by the hand of time, had 
•not loft its original beauty, and that the rude hand of a 
modern reformer might, under the notion of correSing and 
improving, fpoil the piece altogether. 

Mr. Burke in reply, faid, the noble Lord's argument was 
an argument adverecundiam^ which he would readily an fwer. 
That which made the painter be employed to re-touch the 
alraoftinvifibleftrokesof Rubens, made him turn reformer — 
the neceffity of the tin^jps. TTiat it was contrary to his 
genius, his temper, and his wifli, contrary to every inclina- 
tion pf his mind, to attempt the invidious taflc he had then in 
hand; he did affure the noble Lord, however, that nothing 
but dire neceflitv had forced him upon it. He had long la- 
jnented the great and prefJing occafion for fome perfon to at* 
tempt a reformation in many of the great branches of the 
public expenditure. He had waited almott to the I^tt mo« 
went, in hopes that fome other perfon^ whofe fuperior talents^ 

QJ^ whofe 
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whofe turn of rhind, and whofe zeal, would better qiJalif^ 
him for the office of reforming whait was wrong ; findifig 
that nobody woiild do it, ^nd the neceffity of its being doh^ 
preffingmore and more, he hid at laft ventured, unwillingly^ 
upon a talk which he diflikcd as tnOch as any man living. He 
did affure the noble Lord he would rnuch rixhtr hdVe propofed 
io build his Majcfty fplendid palaces, to buy hinri the mdft 
valuable piflures, and to do every thing which etmld contri- 
bute to hold him up in all the poflible fplendoiir and niagnifi* 
Cencc of royalty, than to have takeh upon hirri an office <tif- 
aercc^ble in iifelf, and fure to create him enemies, vil. th^t 
Qt abolifhing places in the houfehold, ivith a vieW, by makii^g 
II trifling faving for the public, to aflift fomewhat tov^ardsthe 
^reat expences they laboured under. Solonrlon, with :ill his 
glory, was faid not to he cloathed like the lillies of the field { 
eur Solomon, with all his heart, might outvjc the'lillies of 
the field ; he had not the fmalleft objeflioh. He repeated it. It 
^s the neceffity of the times, and not his Will, that made hitli 
^ reformer. He could not, however, but wonder a littre it 
the noble Lord's comparifon of his bill, and theobjedlsdf it, 
to a modern painter's reforming the jpiftures of Rubens; he 
fhould have thought thfe fimile of tihe old tattered worffed 
ftockings, which had been ufed the preceding day, would 
have fuited better, becaufe his bill was calculated not to alter 
the conftituiion, but to pick out the old Worfti^d, to draw 
the rents together, and mend the holejj. Such an office as 
that he had undertaken was far from being new. There i)vas 
in the houfehold itfelf an office like it, and that wis called 
the office of arras mender, \vhofe duty it was to tike care 
of the tapeftry hangings, the wbrks of old maftfers, and Which 
h^d been admired for a feries of yearf, but which (froAi the 
djcay and rotten nefs occafioned in them by the teeth of de- 
vouring time, and from tht holes made in them by the i^tt\\ 
of rats, and other obnoxious animals, who (helteried them- 
felves behind them, nibbling^ them away, and wfere conti- 
nually preying upon them) \Vere in dkriger of feUihg t6 
pieces, and occafibnally required the affift^nce of the krt2LS 
uiencler, to patch- them up, and rnake them hold togfethdi*. 

Haying faid this, he took up hiis tiiinutes of the e'htirfifefa- 
tion of the duties of the great vHardrbbe, ftati^d by Mr. Gil- 
bert, and in a vein 6f the richeft ridictite, anittiadv^rtied dh 
each, keeping the cortimittee in a roar alrtiofl: the whohs tittle 
he Was treating of them. The firft' articles, he obfervedi^ 
were coronations and great futiei'als, two articles, which, hfe 

hoped. 
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hoped, would give rnHbccafion for the employment of the 
great wardrobe for many, many years to come. His Ma- 
jeftvy he thanked God, had been bled with a vigorous and 
healthful conftitution; in all probability, therefore, no gen- 
tleman prefent would live to fee a coronation. The honour- 
able gentleman had talked a great deal, and very pathetically^ 
oh. the fubjeft of great funerals; perhaps he forcfaw that the* 
datife would pafs the committee, and as that would naturally 
dScSt the death of the great wardrobe, the honourable gentle- 
man might have in view its funeral proceffion, in which Lord 
Pelham, and the honourable gentleman, would neceffarily 
walk as chief mourners, a fight certainly very melancholy to 
behold> but particularly affeding to the honourable gentle- 
man, and thofe other oflicers who made up the folemn (hew. 
Great funerals in general, Mr. Burke faid, were great follies: 
the worft wafte of money that could be adopted. Now ami 
ijien, indeed, when the nation meant to do honour to a de- 
ferving chara.fter, to whofe efforts, while living, it flood 
highly indebted, they were proper, juflifiable, and even ne- 
eenary. He had fepn one fuch funeral, and, there indeed^ 
he mufl do the great wardrobe the jufVice to fay, that they 
had rigidly adhered to that virtue, which it was one obje^ 
of his bill to recommend and enforce, the virtues of oecono- 
myl So oecoDomical, and Co faving were the great wardrobe 
on that occafion, that the cloaks were fliort, fcanty, and 
thread-bare, and no fcarfs, nor hardly any thing neceflary 
to be had. Perhaps, indeed, it was intended as a flroke of 
policy in the great wardrobe, who, knowing that the minority 
Would be the chief attendants on that funeral, and remem- 
' beringthat it was the minority who made fo much noife about 
^economy in Parliament, were determined to treat them in 
their own way, and to (hew that one puWic office at leaft, at- 
tended with due deference to their doctrines, and carried their 
practice of oeconomy, even beyond the bounds of decency. 

The next article of Mr. Gilbert's Yitt, which he took no- 
tice of, was the cloathing of the flate trumpeters; by thefe, 
he faid, he prefumed the writers for governnient were meant, 
who having fo far fuccee^ed in their effqrts as to render mi- 
niftry univerfally unpopular and deteftable, certainly ought 
tO'be well taken care of and prc^perly cloathed. He uncter* 
(lood, however, that the noble Lprd in the blue ribbon h^dj 
in that bufinefs, fhewn fome regard to the public, and by 
,W«ty of faving expence, had <^ontra:<^cd to pay the wort 
thcfe vvriters undertook, by the grofs. After going through 

<i^4 fcveral 
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feveral other artlcks, he faid, " fo miidl for the work done 
for the crowrl, now let us fee what i^one for the people." 
Why, the great wardrobe furniflies the Houfeof Commons, 
and the Houfe of Lords. The proper coriftitutional furni- 
ture of the former, he faid, were living figures, fuch Tiow- 
^ver as were fometimes rather coftly, and by the price of 
tiie purchafe not very oeconomically bought. With regaM 
tp the feats, it was impoffible for him by the feel to afcertain 
"whether they were done by contraft, or how, but there need, 
be thought, be no great expence \lavi(hed on them ; matted 
ruihes would infpire as patriotic fentiments to the perfons 
vho fat upon them, as foft cuftiions. He prefumed, that 
neither Lord Pelham, nor the honourable gentleman, troubled 
their heads about them ; that if they did any thing that con- 
cerned furnifliing either Houfe of Parliament, it was by 
Huffing the woolfacks, and other metaphorical feats of the 
pther Hoyfe. Having for a confiderable time excited laughter 
\>y hjs wit, Mr. Burke returned to a ferious confideration of 
the claufe, pointing out the^reat wardrobe, and other offices, 
^ unneceflary, and therefpre as they cofl a confiderable fum, 
he faid, he thought they might well he fpared, and ought to 
be abolifhed. 

Mr, Medley rofe to declare, that he wifhed for oeconomy 
9Sf much as any gentleman prefent, but he never would con- 
fent to touch any part of the ICing's eftablifhment, His Ma- 
jefty had given up his hereditary e(lates iti exchange for that 
civil eftablifhment; the matter, therefore, exclufive of its 
Jiaving turned out exceedingly advantageous to the public, 
was a matter of bargain between Parliament and the crown, 
and being once made, that Houfe had no right whatever to 
interfere with it, or break it ; for which reafon, as long as 
he; fat in that Houfe, he never would confent to alter or touch 
a fingle hair of it. When he faid this, he begged not to be 
iuppofed to (peak from any finifter or interefted view.. He 
was as independent a man as any gentleman prefent ; he did 
afllire the Houfe he never would either afk or accept of any 
favour from the crown, and if he was then at his Majefty*s 
|cet, he would fay the fame. 

Mr. Hopkins fpokc in fupport of the claufe, declaring that 
the offices meant to be abolifhed by it, coft a great deal of 
jnoney, an^i anfwered no gopd purpofe whatever. 

Sir Richard Sutton condemned the claufe in very ftrong 
terms, and reprobated the idea of furnifhing the royal palaces 

th furniture^ piSurcSj, &c. by contraftji as a mode of 

treating 
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treating the prince equally degrading to him, and mean and 
pitiful in that Houfe to attempt to enaft by aft of Parlia* * 
ment. He mentioned the King of Pruflla's wardrobe, as 
defcribed by Dj. Moore in his late publication, in proof of 
the wretched manner a king cloathed by contraft would 
appear. 

" Mx» Burh replied to Sir Richard Sutton, andobferved that 
the honourable Baronet had been fpeaking to a wrong claufe, 
for that there was not one word about contraSs in the claufe 
then before the committee. Mr. Burke faid, he had been 
ufed to hear of the King of Pruffia as a great foldier, a great 
legiflator, and though with many ftrong foibles as a man, 
was one of the greateft monarchs of the prefent century. 
His oeconomy was worth our copying. 

Sir Richard Sutton rofe again, and faid the honourable gen- 
tleman was miftaken, for if he looked to page 7 of the bill, 
he would there fee a claufe referring to the claufe now before 
the comm.ittee, by which it was enafted, that all furniture and 
other moveables, to be purchafed for the ufe of his Majeity's 
houfehold, were to be contrafted for by the Lord Chamber- 
lain; a claufe which every gentleman muft fee the abfurdity 
of, becaufe in fome cafes it was impradicable, particularly 
in the purchafe of piflures. 

Mr. Burke told the honourable Baronet that he had never 
defigned to abridge his Majefty either in furniture, piftures, 
^c. &c. but that if his bill had paffed altogether as he 
brought it in, his Majefty might have had juft whatever he 
Chofe, only ,he would have been certain of being better 
ferved. With regard to piftures, Mr. Burke faid, he had 
feen fome in his Majefty's palaces, which he fhould have 
imagined had been bought by contract, and thofe very badly 
bought, they were fuch miferable worthlefs pieces* H* beg- , 
ged the honourably Baronet, however, to recoUeS, that 
iinding gentlemen in general were averfe to the King's being 
ferved by contradt, he had himfelf declared, he Ihould drop 
all that part of the bill, and, where it had occurred, as in 
jpage 4, refpedting the Lord Steward, he had paffed over the 
plaufjp altogether. He afcribed the honourable Baronet's 
Jalking of a claufe two pages off, inftead of that under confi- 
fleratipn, to^is confcioufnefs that there was no ground for ob- 
jeflion in that claufe which was really before the committee 

Lord North role to fpeak to the claufe, which he objefted 
to generally, declaring his difmclination to tear the King's 
hoiifliold to pieces by a£l of Parliament, and his determina- 
Jion to oppofe every luch attempt. Hislordlhip faid, there were 
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offices jumbled together in the claufe, which had no fort of 
analogy whatever, nor could he conceive on what ground the 
honourable gentleman had put them into the fame claufe. 
The office 01 mafter of the robes, he declared, had no con- 
lieflidn with the great wardrobe. It was an office held br a 
very good friend and near relation of his [the honourable 
James Brudenell] and an office of a very different nature^ 
ht believed, from what the honourable gentleman imagined. 
The mafter of the robes was always conndered as firft groom 
of the bed-chamber, and had the entrees the fame as the 
others; as the honourable gentletxian, therefore, had declared 
he did not wifli to meddle with tHem, he prefumed he would 
not wi(h, when he knew what he then told him, to aboliih 
the office of mafter of the robes. 

Sir Horace Mann faid, he had already declared his difap» 
probation of violent meafures, and for that reafoivbad ex- 
frefled hi§ obje£lion to committees of aflfociation. He la- 
mented the abfence of Mr. Pitt, whofe 6ad ftate of health 
he defcribed as the caufe, and fpoke of his difinterefted zeal 
for the public welfare, and his great abilities, in terms of the 
Warmeft panegyrick. He declared, the extradl from the re- 
fblutions of the meeting held at Cambridge, on the loth in« 
ftant, which Mr. Pitt had read to the Houfe a few days ago, 
had given him the hrgheft fatis&dion, inafmuch as they ex- 
aftly coincided with his own fentiments. He begged the 
Houfe, however, to attend to the grounds upon which the 
Cambridge refolutions werefounde£— a flattering expeSation 
^f the further interference of the Houfe of Commons, with 
iTgard to the grievances complained of by the petitions of 
the people, and a conSdence that what they fliould do in con- 
formity to their folemn refolutions of the 6th of April, 
would give cffeaiial relief* He bid the Houfe, therefore, 
confidcr, that they muft do fomethingthat would fall in with 
the expectations of the people, and not abufe their confidence. 
The objefts of the clawfe under confideration, he thought 
were very important, and as they tended towards oeconomy, 
coincided witn the petitions of the people; but, perhaps, it 
would be more refpedlful to the crown to do the bufinefs b^ 
addrefs, rather than by a£l of Parliament. He wiflied his 
honourable friend had been prefent to take the lead in fuch a 
bufinefs; he would gladly nave followed him upon it. He 
declared, that it appeared to him a very proper ftep, and if 
tio other perfon would do it, hfe faid, unworthy and humble 
as his abilities were, he would move an addrefs to the crown, 

T€quefting> 
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rtqucfting that thofe things might be done which were th6 
objeds of the bill, provided he found that fuch a meafure 
itaditid prove agreeable to the Houfe. 

General Cdrrtjuay rofe, and laid the ground of argument had 
changed fo mlich fince the bill was laft under confideration 
Iff the committee, that he fcarcely knew in what manner to 
treat the Aibjed. It was, as the honourable gentleman who 
Jpbke laft had faid, highly neceffary that fomething (hould 
kbdone in compliance with the petitions of the people; the 
people had particularly recommended o^conomy, and it was 
UfldoUbtedly highly neceffary ; we were now confeffedly car- 
tyttig dn a war 6i oeconomy with our foes, a war of finance, 
li^ich miift unavoidably terminate in the ruin of them or us. 
The advifers of his Majefty, ought, therefore, to adopt 
every meafure that tended towards oeconomy, and they could 
Jiotdo better than look to France, and fee what had been the 
conduct of that court. From the moment Lewis XVI. came 
TO the throne, reformation and oeconomy had been the great 
iJtojcfts of their attention. The General here pulled lome 
tranflations of French edids from his pocket, aiTd read an 
^Jxtraft from the very firft publifhcd by the prefent French 
King, immediately on his acceffion to the throne in 1774. 
The extradt was couched in very afFe£lionate terms of addrcfs 
to the fubjc^ts of France, informing them that the preceding 
yeign had abounded in liberalities and profufeneffes, to an 
excefs extremely detrimental to the intereft of the kingdom, 
and that the King was determined to reform them as much as 
Jyoflible, ami to begin his reign with abridging his own ex- 
pences, the better to get the finances of his kingdom into 
jjdod order. The tronfeqitences of fteadily adhering t6 this 
i^fohjtion, theGenerSil defcribed as exceedingly beneficiaUo 
Prknce; the en^, he faid, was fo fully anfwfered, that flifc 
b;ld yet impofed no taxes on the fabjett, and had this year^ 
foir the firft time, made a lt)an, and that a very fmall one, 
t^hiereas We hadadd^d fixty million to our nationaldebt al- 
tettdy. He eftimated the favings made by the King of France 
it\ his houftiold (mly, at near a million annually, and calcu^* 
lated that it would pay the intereft, twenty-five millions. 

Mr. ReuSf in general terms, commended the claufe, jpoihted 
out the faving it would occafiofi, faid it came direftly under 
thfe prayer of the pietitions, reminding the committiee that the 
^oufe had pledged themfelves by their refolutions of the 6th 
of April, to do fomctbing effeftual to diminifli the influctrce 
.4 .of 
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of the crown, and advifed the agreeing to the prefent claufe 
as one ftep towards difcharging that promife. 

Mr. Pnwy^ exprelTed his aftoniOiment that the Minifterhad 
not rifen and given the Houfe aiTurance, that if the addrefs 
which had been mentioned, was propofed^ it fhould not be 
objeded to and defeated by the noble Lord in the blue ribbon 
and his friends. 

Mr. Admr Ijipported the caufe very (Irenuoufly, and urged 
the abfolute neceffity of complying with the prayers of the 
petitions, in regard to oeconomy. In order to prove that the 
committee were warranted to interfere, he moved to have the 
refolution propofed by Mr. Pitt on the 6th of April, and 
agreed to by the committee, and afterwards confirmed by 
the Houfe, read. 

It was read accordingly at the table. 

Lord North then rofe, and after apologizing for fitting 
filent fo long, faid, that undoubtedly an addrefs to the throne 
Was both a parliamentary and conftitutional meafure; that 
every thing which came from that Houfe would always be 
regarded with the utmoft attention and refped, by thofe about 
the perfon of his Majeily ; that he owed a refolution of that 
Houfe the greateft deference; he owed it alfo his obedience, 
not indeed as much as he owed to an a£l of Parliament, but 
as much as a refolution of one Houfe of Parliament was en- 
titled to. Ati addrefs from that Houfe, was the voice of the 
people of England, which was at all times entitled to the ut- 
mott deference. The people of England, when they fpdce 
through their reprefentatives, adopted that mode of fpealcing 
to the throne, by which alone the people of England could be 
heard or could fpeak. Gentlemen had faid a great deal about 
ceconomy, and the King of Pruflia had been mentioned. 
The fovereign, whom he had the honour to ferve, in his de- 
fires to have ceconomy ftri£lly attended to at all times, and to 
comply with the wiflies of his peopje, would give way to no 
fovereign on the face of the globe. His Majefty was always 
eager to pleafe the people, and to do every thing in his power 
that could pofllbly contribute to their happinefs and their 
welfare. 

His Lord (hip was called to order by General Conway ^ who 
rofe in great heat, and charged the noble Lord with having 
perverted his words, and applied what he had faid relative to 
the advifers of the crown, to the perfon of the Sovereign, a 
matter exceedingly improper and direftly contrary to order* 

This created a violent warmth in the committee. 

Lord 
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Lord North rofe, and faid, the hon. gentleman had no right 
to flop him in fo much heat ; that he was a fervant of the 
crown, as well as the hon. gentleoian, and as faithful a fer- 
vant. He contended, he had not been diforderly ; he had a 
right to fay, the fovereign he ferved, in regard to a-defireto 
have oeconomy ftridly adhered to, would give way to no fo- 
vereign on the face of the globe. 

His lordlhip was again called to order by Mr. Dempfier^ 
who aflTerted that the noble Lord had laid down a podtion 
' which could npt be debated, and therefore he had fpoken con- 
trary to order. 

' Lotd-North maintained, that he had only paid a juft com- 
pliment to his fovereign ; that he had not ufed the name of 
the King to influence the debate, as a fcreen for a minifter, as 
a refuge, or in. any of thofe points of view which the order 
of the Houft was direfted at ; and th^t he had a right to pay 
hisMajefty the compliment which his diaraSer merited. 

'Mr. Dunning interrupted the noble Lord, to tell him that 
what he had faid was impertinent to the fubjeft in debate. 
That perhaps the noble Lord would plead that in excufe, but 
its being impertinent was no excufe; the noble Lord ought to 
know that the Houfe of Commons was not a place forcom- 
pliments to the fovereign ; that no one gentleman prefent was 
to learn the amiable virtues of their prince, it was therefore 
linneceffary and improper to blazon them within thofe walls, 
and could only be done with a view to influence debate. 
'Another thing the noble Lord had faid, he could not fufFer to 
pafs unnoticed, and that was his declaration, that the people 
ofEngland could only be heard through their reprefentajives. 
He denied this doftrine ; every man, the meanctt fubjeft, had 
a right to petition his fovereign. 

Lord North faid moft certainly every man, a fubjeft of that 
kingdom, had the right defcribed by the learned gentleman, 
and God forbid it (hould ever be queftioned or denied. But 
then a petition fo delivered, was the petition of the individual 
or individuals who figned it; he had been fpeaking of the 
people of England colleftively, who could only be heard by 
their reprefentatives. His lordfliip having faid this, went in- 
to a general reply to all that had been thrown out in the courfe 
of the debate ; and firft, he took notice of what General Con- 
way had faid relative to the finances of France, and the ad- 
vifers of the crown. It was impoflible, he declared, to know 
•the ftate of the former, from the French ediSs. They were 
generally admirable productions of very able men, drawn up ' 
in the moR foothing terms, and ftudvouflY daft^w^ivo tsaxr;^ 
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plcafingeffeS on the fubjeSs. If the hbn. gentleman was 
to look back on the edi£ts o£ the laft reign, which w^s un- 
doubtedly, as the fijft cd'uSt of Louis XVI. declared it to 
have been, a reign ojf great diffi.pation and great liberality, 
the banourafble gentleman would find all the edifts of th*t 
day drawn Atp in. the fame perfuaiive and foothing/ftiieof ^d- 
drefs to the pailions of the pet)ple. The hpn, gentJeman bad 
fa&A a^reat deal about the FreiKh not having i^mpdCed any 
taxes; the hon. gentleman muft recoUefl, 4ihat whtr/^ gre^t 
abufcs'had prevailed, great favjngs could be m;^; ^_e -Ijifft 
reign having been a very diflipated one, there w^ tbc gre^^er 
room for reform on the acceffion erf Lbi^is XVI. A^^p^that 
prince !s'hoirfehold, the war/on dvtlfi du rx?/ differed yery .pflS^n- 
tially from our King's civil lift ; the fuqi was ^tQni4iingl.y 
iar^r, neitlier did' any part of it go to public i;c{>^^ccj, 
whereas a very great ^uupurt ion of the ciyU:li(l >y^s ^j^plj^ 
to the paymentxif our amfo^ffadorSy and piherwife t9^{]^ j:tHl?- 
iic uie. The financier .of France was updoubt<edly a.inan of 
^reatta^lents, and be bdieyedddbrved thegice^tefti^ncofniuq)^, 
but it was not fKiffible to judge wh^t (i^^ the finances of 
iFrance iwerc inybccaufc^according to tbefqrip jof ^hef^ndi 
-government, ^hemintfler could anficip^te «m^(gp on at a ^e^t 
•^xpence, wkhout the people's Jknowing it ; whereas, in.t|)js 
420untry, whenever a great mcafure is adppM, the ininaft/jr 
,is expected to propafea tax imn)edi.ately -to anfwer .U>e .^x- 
pence a^ninifter here wouldnot be fufferefi tp ^nticip^t.e«* 

His Lonifhipthen obCervedX that it had (r^q^ently beeuui]g- 
^d that/Qi^ieen Arnie-gave joo,oool. a year during the; wj^r.jp 
-her reign, out of her civil lift; the faa; >vas fo, his Lprdfl^ip 
^iaid,but gentlemcnforgotthat this boon was only gi.v.en fc^r 
five years, and that the fixth year the minilier claque )jo. P^ r- 
:liament,and upon ftating the debts ofthe civil lift, obtained 
tajgrant of 600,000!. He had this example before him,\anfl 
-tikrefoiie be had hsi&a backward in pruppiing a limilax.mea- 
•Aire, becaufe he couM by no means approve of recommend- 
ing to his Majefty to give that as a boon which was after- 
;irards to be demanded liack s^ain as a debt. When he,h^d 
'laft applied to Parliament to pay the debts of the civil lift, it 
4iad been a0ced if l^e would anfwer for it^ that he would not 
a^n apply for a fimilar purpofe^ and would eng^^e, jthat 
-sMienthe rrince of Wales's hou(hpld was eftabliftied, the ex- 
))«tioe vwouW be paid owt of the civil lift, as it would then 
•-nand at' 900,000!. a ryear. He faid he had not, at t4iat time, 
pt^g^^if becauiehe coukl not fpeak with certainty, and be 

elements. 
^^ 
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He could now, however, tell the committee, that the Prince 
of Wales's houfhold fhould be .paid without any additional 
daim on the public^ The civil lift was apparently in arrear, 
Ibut not in reality ; becaufe it had been iu advance for greiit 

Biblic purpofes, and that money would come back agai«. 
b lordlbip declared that the war had occafioned great ex- 
penceSy which immediately afFeded the civil lift. He ftated 
that the American refugees were paid a large fum annually 
out of it. That on an application from the ifland of Bar- 
iadoes feme time fmce, complaining of their being in the 
4noft preifing diftrefs for want of provifions, his Majefty had 
ordered thirty thoufand pounds to be advanced to buy pro- 
vifionsy and, had caufed them to be fent to the ifland. His 
Majefty had alfo ordered i6,oool. in like manner to be ad- 
vanced in confequence of a ftmilar application lately fromi the 
ifland of Antigua. 

After going through a variety of a particulars, alt tending 
•to prove, that the civil lift arrears were occafioned by the 
great expence of fecret fervice money, and other neceflary 
ipublic purpofes, his Lordftiip'advertea to the claufe, and re- 
,peated his diflike to tear the civil eftablifliment to pieces by 
ASt of Parliament ; declaring at the fame time that the bill 
had no objed which might not to the full as well be eflei^ed 
'by addrefs to the Throne. 

Sir Horace Mann faid, he faw if he moved for an addre($, 
he.fliould not be fupported by the noble Lord; he woukl 
therefore decline any fuch meafure, 

Mr. Townjhend made an excellent fpeech in reply to I^orf 
Korth. 

Lord Georie Gordon alfo cut about him, and concluded 
with faying, he'd have nothing to do with fuch an old cloaths 
•feufineis, but would vote againft the claufe. 

'The committee at length divided, 

Ayes 162 Noes 2to 

The committee then proceeded upon the next claufe, viz. 
Aat for aboliftiing the Board of Works. 

Mr. fVhit/hed Keene was on his l^s three quarters of an 
hour, giving a full account of the ule of the board of works, 
and a detail of works done by it within thefe few years, to 
the amount of Soo,8iyoool. which he faid could not otber- 
m\k have been done for the public fo cheaply.'* 

Mr. Burle 

l l.l ■■ ■■ ■>■■■■ I I I ■ ■III.IW. I I I . H I I . !■ ■■ 

* Among many curious ittms in Mi*. Whttihed Xecne^s ^iotemeiit 
-•f- the expences incurred in tlie board of works« vx tb* covitfe ^i ^V». 
M nineteen years, ending Michaelmas 17T9> "wttt ^ia^ iO\wn5\v 
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Mr, Burie made a moft witty and laughable reply, com- 
paring the board of works to the Fox alehoufe, a little, con- 
temptible, ill-convenient and ill-conditioned tenement, which 
any perfon would ride by without noticing, but which, upon 
paper, and with the help of oratory, would fill many Iheets, 
and cut as fplendid a figure in defcription as the nohlefl 
palace. 

At eleven the committee divided, 

Ayes 118. Noes 203^ , 

Lord George Gordon then moved that the. committee ftiould 
adjourn, and the chairman report a progrefs, and afk leave to 
fit again. 

Adjourned to May ift. 

May I. 

Sir Herbert Mackworih presented a petition from a Mr 
Green, fetting forth that he had devifed a method for maa- 
ning the royal navy without prefTing, and praying he might 
be heard thereon. The Baronet, after a Ihort preface, 
moved that the faid petition be referred to a Committee. 

Lord 



Spent in ereSiions and impro'vementf in the boufehold garden:^ 
Seventy-four thoufand pounds in buildings in and about the Queen's 

falace, What was done ? Building a few ofilces> a library next 
imlico, fome alterations in the body of the houfe, aiid the railing pUt 
vp before it. — A better houle might be erefted for half the money, 
from the very foundation. 

Eleven thoufand pounds laid out in the Queen's garden.— -What 
was done ? Building a wall next to the green park, and round to the 
turnpike, laying down the whole in a grafs-plat, and planthig a few 
trees and ihrubs, which is at the rate of about L500I. per acre, or upwards 
. of ^oool. foi* what was taken in from the green park. 

Almoft fourteen thoufand pounds, for beautifying St. James's p^r^F* 
—What was done ? Filling up Rofamond's Pond, and the dykes about 
mud or duck iiland j putting up the railing, and planting a few treet ; 
the whole of which might be executed for little more than the value 
x>f the timber cut down, in fome countries. The park contains about 
thirty acres, the improvements about 500]. an acre> or ten times tke 
value of the fee fimple. 

The Queen's houfe at Richmond, thirty-two thoufandrpounds.— «- 
What was 4one ? The houfe is not half nni(hed } and, wnen finifliedf 
would not coft Ibme gentlemen in fome countries fix thoufand pounds, x 

Six thoiiland pounds at Richmond.^-For what ? For pulling down an 
old Houfe.— *»FoBr thoufand for doing fomething invifible at Carleton- 
houfe ; at much more at Kew for the lame purpofes | and a round fum 
for ere^ions made 00 the other fide of the houfe. » 

One hundred and thirteen thoufand pounds, or fix thoufand pounds 

a /eao ^ taking care of the gaidens^ and twenty -feven thoufand 

^ ' ' pounds 
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Lord Beauchamp thought there was an impropriety in the 
motion, as it went to refer a petition to the confidcration of 
a committee, before the contents of the petition were made 
known to the Houfe. 

Lord Howe faid no one could feel a greater concern than he 
did at the praftice of forcing men into the fervice ; he was, 
however, the laft perfon to prevent any method from coming 
under confideration, for the better manning of the navy; but 
till the petition in queftioi\ had been fubmitted to the Admi- 
ralty, he could not give hisconfent for referring it to a com- 
mittee of that Houfe, at lead at that time, when none of the 
Lords of the Admiralty were prefent. 

Sir Herbert Machvorth faid, lie had nothing more in view, 
thanthe immediate good of the public, and was willing to 
meet the idea of the Houfe. He, therefore, would content 
himfelf for the prefent, by moving, that the petition 



pounds for the private roads ; or at the rate of fix thoufand for the gar-^ 
dens, and thirteen* hundred pounds per annum for the roads.— Wiiat 
are the whole of the gardens? 378 acres, or about feven pounds per 
. acre for rolling the gardens.— What are the roads ? Four miles of the 
worft road within the vicinity of the metropolis, on which, there are 
three turnpike- gates. Now, fo far as perfons are privileged, or per- 
mitted to pafs free on thofe roads, a Yorklhireman would be apt to 
imagine that he could keep a road in repair upon the fame terms, for 
1300I. per annum, from London to York. 

* We fliall only felefl two other inftances: Twenty thoufand poiinda 
for lighting and paving ; whereas, it is notorious, that the K!ng*s pa-> 
lacei are the worft lighted, and the courts the worft paved in his Ma- 
jefty's dominions: from Dowi^ing-ftreet to the Admiralty, there arc 
not above three ftreet-hmps ; and after twelve at night thefe ceafe to 
bum $. by which means the bedarkened traveller runs a chance of hav- 
ing hiis pocket emptied of his cafh, and his (knll of its brains, if he 
v&t^ either ; and that by (bme friendly redrcoat, ^\\K\n perhaps a 
nw yard« of the next centineL Nothing however is loft, it all goes to 
the common ftock; and the girls, the centinel, and the aflailant, gene^ 
rally divide the plunder. Look into the Park, and fee how Lord North^s 
garden-wall is illuminated \ not a fingle lamp from Fludyer-ftreet to 
New ftreet, Spring- gardens. 

But at once to out-do probability, without buildirignew houfes, without 
freeing even a ftable, without planting or Towing grals- feeds, without 
jiaving, or lighting, or rolling, or cutting down ;- In fhort, without 
doing any thing but ufing a little mortar, a few ilates, fome. tiles, ai^d 
<■, lew deal boards, the next article is thef fum of five hundred and eighteen 
flukirand pounds, or twenty*feveh thoufand pounds per annum,' for 
nineteen years, for kcepiing the Royal PalaOeS 'in repair ! . . i 

' Vol.. XVIL ' R "Cbs^xJA 
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{hoiild lie on the table; and the petition was difpofed of 
accordingly. 

Mr. Temple LuUrell ,i\Mcd to the Houfe, that in confe- 
quence of the wages due to the feamen on board the Invin- 
cible, having been delayed, a mutiny had taken place, and 
four unhappy men fentenced to die for the part ihey had 
taken in it. The hon. gentlens^^n wifbed to call the attenn 
tik>n of the Houfe to their cafe, which he thought a very har4 
and cruel one,, as they hack a very jpft right to complain of 
the ftoppage that had been made of their pay ; and c^ervedn 
that it was ppprelfipn in the higheft degree, firft to pc^fs men 
into the fervice> then to irritate them, by keeping from then| 
their wages, and afterwards to adjudge them guilty of death 
for a mutiny. He thought the cafe of thofe men well wortli 
^he confideration of the Houfe, as it would be littU lefs tliaa 
inwrder, to put thein to death for what they had do^ie. Th^ 
hon, gentleman then moved, 

. ** That there be laid before this Houie an account of all 
monies due on wages to feamen and marines ferving on board 
hisMajefty'sflitp the Thunderer,, at the time the bft paytnent 
ivas made to all or any of the crew of the faid ihip^ togefheif 
with the dates and amount of the feveral fums then iflbcd tQ 
feamen and marines refpedlively." 

" That there be laid before this.Howfe an acicotiat of all 
monies due on wages to feamen and marines ferving on board 
his Majefty's Ihip the Invincible, at the time the mutiny or 
itifturbancc happened on board the faixl fliip/* The feme 
were,, \tpon t}ie queftion,, ordered .^cotdif^gly. 

:Lord A^grat^e faid it was not ufual to lay accounts before 
the Hotife,, until fome reiafon was given for it,'thoug^he bad 
no objeftion to the prefent motion. 

Adniiral Kippel faid he w^s unvvillii^ tp lay any ^Ulaihe 
upon 2^y particular perfpn^ but he was v^iy fure th^re mwft 
have been a fault. Come* where, or the muti&y :^k^ ol 
would not have happened. 

Lord Mulgrave took up the hon. gentkman, and faid^ that 
mutinies might be expeQed to be more fiequcxitj,whea fpok<5^ 
«f in fwch a manner* 

Admiral Kfppei faid^ he loved difciplinev as well a« the 
»obIe.Lord^ but always wi filed to (hew lenitv when an oppor** 
tunity offered. Theie was one inftanpe ot it in p^tkwbt, 
which he (kould always recolle^l wiUi pride. Wfaen 1^ la^ 
conimanded,. Sir Rohect Harland came to him. to inibnn him 
of a mutiny ; and what did he do ? He did not order any 
iir^iitfto bcu&dy beknewthaX'w^the laft thing to be re- 
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forted to. But he told Sir Robert Harland to go back to the 
men, and tell them that he would not fufFer him, or any one 
elfeto do them an injury, and defired they would make him 
acquainted with the nature of their complaint. The method 
he took had the defired efFedl ; the mutiny fubfided, antl the 
men returned to their duty. His lenity had procured this ; 
whereas, had he proceeded to extremities, a great deal of 
blood muft have been (bed. 

Lord Howe was of the fame opinion as to the cafe of the 
fomr men condemned to die ; and deTired the hon, gentleman, 
when next he told the ftory, that he would ufe the word dif- 
cipline, inftead of lenity. 

Lord Mulgrcme informed the Houfe, that he was -given to 
underdand, that the court martial on the four men, had ngt 

Eroceeded againft them with the utmod rigour of the law, 
ut had only fentenced them to corporal punifliment, part of 
. which had been inflidled upon them. The matter was there- 
upon difmifled. ' 

Mr, Burke then called the attention of the Houfe to the 
cafe of the two liien who belonged to the Eagle privateer, 
and were the lad Admiralty feflion at the Old Bailey capitally 
coaviAed for mtjttny. Mr. Burke gave a detail of the 
whole tranfadion, informing th^ Houfe, that the faid priva* 
tcetvmky foon after it leftBriftol, run away with by the cap- 
tain, who after |)londering feveral fliips, wanted to fet his 
men afkore at Falmouth ; but they knowing they (hould be 
preifed in that cafe, made refinance, in confequence of which 
a mutiny arofe, and one of the (hip*s crew was killed. Mr. 
Biurfce was of opinion that it would be a very bad example to 
the fenrice ta put to death thofe who had been guilty of a mii- 
finr On board a private fliip, under fuch circumftances as he 
had ftated ; confidering the matter in this light, he thought it 
the duty of the Houfe to interfere, as it was their province 
to take care that juftice was dealt out with mercy ; and urvlefs 
foiAe one in authority would promife that the execution of the 
men fhould be refpited, he would certainly tnove for an ad- 
drefs to his Majcfty for that-pgrpofe. 

Lord North faid, it would, perhaps, be taking top much 
tipon him, to promife that the men fhould be refjiited ; but 
he affured the Houfe, that he would take care to notice it pro- 
perly, a«d as far ask laid in his'power, it fhould' be doiae. 

Mr. Giiiert movedy that i^t be referred to the conto>ittee of 
ivtiys and means, to difcotuSiiue the a>lIowance on the wafle 
of ftflt carried coaftWi^' 
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Sir Ge9rge Tonge objeded to it, as the taking off an indul- 
gence, was, in ta6t, iinpofing a new tax. 

Sir William Meredith oppofed it, and faid that it would 
throw the trade more into the inland parts, and ruin the coaft- 
ing trade. 

Mr. Gilbert replied, that it would make a faving to the 
public of 15,000!. a year,, and ferve to replace the tax on 
coals, which Lord North had iignified he fliould decline 
laying. The motion^ • however, was withdrawn. 

^\x Horace Mann prefented a petition from his Majefty's 

protectant fubjefts of the town of Maidftone, in the county 

of Kent, praying for a repeal of the aft paflTed the laft feflion 

.of Parliamentj in; favour of the Roman catholicks, and* the 

petition was ordered to lie on the taWc 

Lord George Gordon feverely animad;verted on the conduft 

©f oppofitibn, in! having affilled laft year in bringing in thie 

.bill in favour of the. Roman catholicks, to which, however, 

he believed many of them had been innocently drawn by the 

:i1oble Lord" in ^eblue ribbon, who, in his comparing thofe 

concerned in the le^uc of Cambraytothe oppofition, feeraed 

to indicate that hje fufpefted fome.bf them to.be friends of 

popery, fox he mentioned the Pope. as being at the head of 

that league. The noble L6rd proceeded in this ftrain^ and 

.threw out that it was the common topic of difbourfe in 

irancc, that this country would fliortly become .a .province 

dependant on that power, and that the Couni d-Artois:was 

already pitched upon to govern it. 

Mr. Hartley. xo[& for the purpofe of ftating to the Houfe, 
. the nature of the propofition he intended to. move,. refpeSing 
America, r It would, he faid, confift: of thice motions. . The 
firft would be declaratory of the principlej| and would go to 
declare agaijift any farther profecution of; the war in Ame- 
rica, as it prever>ted the ufe of his Majefty *« arms againft the 
Il^ufe of 3oufbon. The fecond motion he fliould make, 
would be for addreffing his Maiefty for that purpofe ;. and his 
third motion, for.enabljng his Majefty to opj^n a negociation 
for the purpofe of efFedling a peace with America. . . 

General Conway gave notice that he fliould, on this day, 
move for leave to bring in a bill for a reconciliatioa with 
America. 

Lord George Gordon faid, he was very fure that Mr. Harl- 

iey's motions would be reje£ked, becaufe in the add»ef$ to his 

Majeft}r,Jie.had defired thast the prisfent miniftry might be 

changed. He obferved, that a ooblQ.Lofd [Lord NugenJ] 

' vriOied for a peace with Amtivca^ though he did aot wifli to 
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fee the prcfent miniftry go out of office, which muft be the 
caf^y fhould the war with America be terminated. 

The order of the day being called for, it was read by the 
clerk, and purported, that the Houfe refolve itfelf into a com- 
mittee on the bill for a commiffion of accounts. . . 

Previous to any motion for the Speaker's leaving the chair. 
Lord Norfh faid, he wiflicd firft to fay a word or two relative 
to the fettling the order of their proceedings; his intention 
was to propofe, as he had given notice on his firft moving 
for leave to bring in the bill, that the commidioners (hould not 
be noembers of either Houfe of Parliament ; this propofition, he 
declared, was not unprecedented, there had been various com- 
mi'flSons of accounts moved for on former occaTions, and in 
former reigns. In the time of Charles the Second^ in the 
time of William the third, and in the time of Qiieen Anne. 
Some of th^fe had been for commiffioners in which mem- 
bers of Parliament were the commiffioners, and fome in 
which they were not: in order to prove that one of the latter 
fort had been countenartced by the Houfe, he begged the 
clerk to refer to the journals of the year 1667, the 13th of 
Charles the fecond, and to read the minutes which referred 
to the commiffion bill then in agitation. 

The clerk made the references required, which amounted 
to three in number, and it appeared from them, that Sir 
Charles Herbert was chairman of the committee above flairs 
appointed to prepare the commiffion bill, that he made the 
proper report to the Houfe, that twenty names were given 
an and bailotted for, and thus reduced to nine ; that they 
then were feyerally nominated and eledled, and among them 
the Lord Brereton, Sir George Saville, Mr. Pierrepoint, Sir 
William Turner, who had been Lord Mayor of London, v 
and five others. 

Colonel Barre faid he did not place much confidence in 
the accuracy of the journals of that period, for though it was 
no more than 1 20 years ago, it was a notorious faft that they 
were not kept in fuch order, nor with the regularity in which 
they now were, and ought, at all times, to have been kept. 
He begged to know whether the noble Lord in the blue rib- 
bon had any proof that the gentlemen named in the com- 
miffion of 1667, were not members of Parliament at the 
time, becaufe he had reafon to think they were, as he found 
Lord Brereton returned knight of the (hire of Chefliire foon 
afterwards, and fome of the other names were alfo to be found 
among the lift of members at the fame period. 

Mr. Poiuys rofe to enter his caveat againft its beltv^'wtAw- 
Mood, that the Houfe, by going iaio a com\xa\x«:> ?^^^ v.^ 
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the propofition, that the commiffioners Ihould be other 
than members of Parliament. He for one did not by any 
means acctdc to it. 

The Speaker then left the chair, and Mr. Ord took bis 
feat at the table. 
. After reading the preamble. 

Lord North rofc, and began with aflTuring the Houfe, that 
he had no intention in moving that the Commiflioners (hould 
not be members of Parliament, cither to take away from that 
Houfe any one of its privileges, to abridge its powers, to dele- 
gate them into improper hands, or to inliniiate either direftly 
or indiredly, that there were not within thofe walls men of 
as much integrity and ability, as much hftrtoiir in themfelves 
and as much leal for the public welfare^ as any men in the 
kingdom. He was convinced there were ; and the only rca- 
fon why he iiad propofed, that the commiffioners fliould not 
be members, really was, becaufe the common parliamentary 
bufinefs was now 10 great, debates ran fo high, and the times 
were fo contentious, that almoft every gentleman had taken 
cither one fide or the other, and thererore if they were cho- 
fen commiffioners their conduct in that fituat ion would be 
liable to very great mifconftru6lion ; and he did not believe 
their being appointed commiffioners would give the people fo 
much fatisfadlion, as if gentlemen without doors, of known 
abilities, and refpeftable charaflers, were named for that 
•office. He added to this, that on looking back to former 
comrniffions, thofe which had not been compofed of mem- 
bers had done the beft fervice for the publick, thfe others in 
eeneral turning out mere party matters, and ending in no- 
tning. Another rcafon, likewife, why he preferred gentle* 
men without doors to gentlemen within, was, that by adopt- 
ing the former, all that ground of offence to the other Houfe 
of Parliament, which had been given on former occafions, 
would be removed, and tl>e poffibility of a difference with the 
Lords avoided, a matter which was at all times to be wifhedj 
but particularly at present. His Lordfliip dated what the 
occalion of the difterenccs with the other Houfe was upon 
former commlffion bills ; declaring that the Loixls had then 
objeded to the commiffioners being members of this Houfe of 
Commons on ihefc two grounds, vi'z. that the Houfe of Com- 
mons by naming their own members, took from them the 
right of nomination and eleflion, which they alled^ they 
coiTeifed as well as the Commons, and that the commiffioners 
being members of Parliament, were not fubjeft to that con- 
froii/, which they ought to V\ave \ ^^t\ ^< excrcifing over 
perfoiis dcJegated to enq^'iie *mVo %|A wgotv ^ ^.-ax^^^ ^^ 



A. T7«D. D E B A T E S. 2+7 . 

public accounts, Thefe objcdions, his Lordrtiip faid, he 
thought much llronger than many people had imagined, and 
therefore it became additionally proper to avoid occafioning a 
difierence with the Lords now. He then went on to ftate, 
that, as in former commillions, he fhouid limit the number of 
•eommrfiiohers to nine pcrfons, and the time of the commif- 
fi6n*6 remaining in farce to one twelvemonth, by the expira- 
tion ef which lime he thought the bufinefs of the commif- 
(ion might be done ; but if it ihould not, the Houfe would 
liave it in their power to continue the ad in fosce for a longer 
vtime ; his Lord(hip ftrengthened this obfervation with re- 
marking, that every one of the former -commiflions were paiTed 
fCNC a year only. 

• Having mentioned thefe preliminaries, his Lordfhip pro- 
ceeded to the nomination of the commilfioners 4 they muft, 
he (aid, from the nature of the accounts which would come 
i)efore them be men of different lines in life, and of dif&rent 
purfuits. As a large part of the accounts wcidd refer to the 
urmy, he had turned his eye towards able officers, who wei'c 
competent to judge of the propriety of the expences iticurred 
in the management of the military in America ; he had next 
iooked to the law, and to thofe of that profeffion who were 
.moft in the habits of fettling accoimts, and adjiiftlng differ- 
«nces between parties ; for thefe he had gone to the Chancery, 
the great court of account of the kingdom-, and there he 
liad Sxed on thofe who were immediately concerned in ac- 
<:ounts, viz, the matters. The third deicription of perfons 
'he had thought of, were merchants, and fuch men as were 
likely to be the bed judges of buying and feiling either by 
contrafi or otherwife. The name he fhouid firft mention 
to the committee, would be that of a gentleman, to whom 
poffibly fome objection might he made, becaufe he was free 
to own he was a placeman,.and' what was more, he was a 

J placeman of his making, but in no one aft of his public 
ife did he glory more, becaufe he was convinced, from his 
^rcat ability and knowledge of buflnefs, that gentleman had 
done his country mod elfential fervice. He was a man not 
by any means unknown, a man of as upright a heart, as clear 
a head, and as honed a mind, as any one man living, let his 
ftation in life be what it would. The gentleman he allwded 
to was Mr. Thomas Bowiby, comptroller of the army ac- 
counts. He was one whofe talents, as well as the many re- 
commendations he had received from various quarters, pointed 
: him out as a very fit perfon to be a commiffioner. At the head 
irf thofe, however, he would name Sir Guy Carleton, an 

R 4 cSji^^x 
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officer of fuch diftinguiflied merit, and fiich exalted charafier, 
that he prefumed no gentleman would make the fmalleft ob- 
jcdlion. Sir Guy Carleton therefore, he meant for one corn- 
mi flioner, Mr. Bowlby for a fecond, and he fliould next 
name- 

Mr. Byng rofe fuddenly and faid, as the infult a^out to be 
put upon the Houfe was of the mod intolerable kind, no lefs 
than a daring attempt to fink them in the moft debafing man- 
ner, and annihilate their beft privileges, he begged the noble 
Lord would nominate but one perfon at a time, that the 
committee might pafs their judgement on that one, before 
they proceeded to take a fecond into their confideration. 

Mr. Brett rofe j as the Houfe was rather proceeding to dif* 
order, to beg that gentlemen would be ferious, and confider 
the very great importance of the fubjeft biefore them. 

Mr. Burke ironically congratulated the noble Lord on his 
glorious beginning, and begged that he might be fuffered to 
proceed without interruption through his nomination, de- 
claring he was extremely defirous of feeing the whole dramatis 
perfona^ fmce it- was impoflible to judge of any drama by a 
fight of only one or two of its perfonages, but that the whole 
jnuft pafs in review, not only the King and Princes, but the 
firft, fecond, and third mob, and all the retinue. 

General Conway rofe with more than common warmth, 
and declared he telt himfelf fo exceedingly hurt at what had 
palT^, that he hoped the noble Lord would not be fuffered to 
proceed a ftep further till the Houfe had firft determined 
whether an inltruftion fhould be given to the committee, di- 
refting thom either to nominate members for thecommiflion- 
ers, or ftrangers. The noble Lord had mentioned Sir Guy 
Carleton at the head of his lift. A man whom he regarded as 
the moft virtuous, the moft honourable, and one of the moft 
rcfpeftable charaflers in his profeffion. He did not know 
upon the face of the earth a perfon fo dear to him as Sir Guy 
Carleton, why then muft he be reduced to the cruel neceffity 
of putting a negative upon a charafter fo truly eftimable and 
amiable, merely becaufe he did not approve of the mcafure it- 
felf ; and why muft the name and reputation of an officer of 
fuch diftinguiflied merit be bandied about in that committee, 
when after all) it might happen, that the Houfe would not, 
upon the report, approve the nomination? He thought it 
therefore the beft and the propereft way to refume the Houfe 
immediately, and to difcufs the point and fettle decifively 
whether th^ commiflioners fliould be members of Parliament 
91 oot J for this reafon, be defired to move, «* that the chair- 

maa 
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man leave the chair, report a progrefs, and afk leave to fit 
again." 

Mr. Rigby exprefled his aftonifhment at this motion ; he 
faid he had underdood, that gentlemen had agreed to go into 
the committee, and go through the nomination and other 
parts of the bill. 1 he noble Lord in the blue ribbon had. 
a little while ago, made an opening for di feuding the fubjed^ 
which the right honourable gentleman who fpoke laft, had 
cxpreffed fuch anxiety \6 debate and decide upon, tut not a 
word about it was then thrown out. Now that gentlemen 
were in a committee, without any one good reafon, a fudden 
difpolltion had fliewed itfelf to fettle that, which, if difputed, 
furely fhould have been fettled before ; and what had caufed 
this difpofition ? No one thing that he could even guefs at, 
excepting the noble Lord's having nominated as a commif- 
fionet Sir Guy Carleton, who, according to the honourable 
gentleman who made the motion, was the fitted man in the 
world for the fitf^ation he had been nominated for, and to 
whom he did not conceive there would come from any gen-f 
lletnan the fmalleft obje£tion. Mr, Rigby afiured the com* 
mittee that he did not know who were to be nominated com- 
miflioners, till after he had entered thofe doors that afternoon. 
That he thought fuch conduft towards the noble Lord fo un- 
fair, and fo unreafonable, that if the right honourable gentle- 
man per fi (led in his motion, he would take the fenfe of the 
Houfe upon it, for he was determined the chairman ihould 
not quit the chair without a divifiom 

Mr. T. Townjhend rofe to fecond the motion, and prefaced 
his fo doing with a very paffionate fpeech, in which he fe- 
verely attacked the noble Lord, accufing him of having of-^ 
fered the moft grofs infult to Parliament that ever a minifter 
dared attempt. He aflced why Sir Guy Carleton had been 
fuflFered to remain fo long idle, if he merited the praifes the 
noble Lord had bellowed on him. Why not give him a com- 
mand inflead of putting a pen into his nand ? He reprobated 
the idea of employing men in direft Oppofition to their pro- 
feflions, and faid, makingan officer a commifTioner of accounts 
was of a piece with making a commis a colonel of a regi- 
meni. 

Mr. Townfhend alfo obje£led to Sir Guy Carleton as having 
an account to make up tumfelf, and thererore he thought him 
difqualified from fitting in judgment on the accounts of 
others. 

Col. Barri coincided in this idea, and advifed putting a ^ 
UwcheoA into Gen. Cailctpa's hand| but by no means dif- 
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gfadc a brave officer by turning him into a clerk. The colonel 
recommended permitting the noble Lord to proceed in 
flating his commiffioners, and then wlien he came to put the 
<jiieftioii,«pon the firft name, to t^e the fenfe of the Houfe 
opon the general idea, whether SirGfiy Carleton^ not being 
a member, (hould be a commiffioner, ajre or no. In order to 
^ this> he advtfed his right honourable friend to withdraw 
bis motion for the prefent* 

General Cmway Teemed inclined fo to do, but 
• Lord North rofe, and faid, he thought it would be fair to 
lake the fenfe of the Houfe on the propofition then, and not 
to fuiFcr him to proceed mentioning the reft of the names till 
the matter was decided. If the fenfe of the Houfe was 
known, he (hould afk accordingly ; in cafe the Houfe (hould 
determine that the bommi(fioners ffrouW be members of Par- 
liament, he would not mention the name of aiiy one gentle- 
<ftan who was riot a member, and fo vicg verfa ; he could not 
therefore but think the.right honourable gentleman's motion 
perfeSly candid and reafonable ; for which reafon he muft 
hope tkat the committee would agree in taking it then, and 
giving their votes upon the matter, fo as to decide it one way 
or the other. 

Col. Barri reprobated this, as an unprecedented want df 
cattdo^r ; he declared whenever a gentleman defired to with* 
draw hi$ motion, it was always ufual to allow him to do it ; 
he again prcffed the propriety of hearing the re(t of the 
pames of the commiflioners, and afterwards deciding upon 
the main queftion. 

• Mr. CorfwuaU was for confidering the prefetit queftion as . 
dccifive, and if it were carried for the chairtnan to leave the 
chair, to take it as a decifion that the commiflioners (houid 
%c members of Parliament ; but if it were carried that he 
ft'ottld not leave the chair, to take it the other way, and pro- 
ceed in the nomination, Mr. Cornwall mentioned the com- 
mittee ifrt the taking an account of the Iri(h eftates that were 
forfeited, near the clofe of the laft century, as a proof that 
committees, which wtre compofed of ftrangers^ had been al* 
lowed by that Houfe. - 

Mr. Dunning infifted upon it, that fo far from the prefect 
bill's complying with the prayer of the petitiotis, or anfwer- 
ing the wifhcsof the people of England, it ran direftly coun- 
ter to both, as well tty the laiter, as they- could be gathered 
and colle6led froni the petitions, as to the former, ftated and 
{;3feertaifled as they were, in thofe petitions themfelves. The 
^people ofEiigbni moft cleailyi n\oft.4nld\iaailY> ' i«oft une- 
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quivocally called upon the Houfe "to correS the grofs 
abufe's in the expenditure of public nnoney, to reduce all ex- 
orbitant emoluments, to refeind and abolifh all fmecure 
places, and unmerited penfions, and to appropriate the pro- 
duce totheneccfljtiesof the ftate, in fuch manner, as to the 
wifdom of Parliament fliall feem meet." The petitioners 
looked up to the Houfe as pofleffing the means to go to, and 
i» exterminate the root of the evil, opportunity to trace it to 
the bottom, by proper and neceflary inveftigation, and power 
to eradicate it eflfeSually, totally, and without danger of 
leaving the fmalleft veftigcs of its cxiftence. Did the bill 
(hew, in any one fenfe whatever, that the Houfe poflefled the 

Sower which the people of England fuppofed it to poflefs, or 
id it amount to a proof, or any thing like a proof, that they 
•were willing, poffefling that power afcribed to them, fo to 
cxercife it, aS to anfwer the cxpeftation of the people without 
doors ? On the contrarjr, was not the prefent bill a folemn 
and formal renunciation of the powers ascribed to that Houfe 
by the petitioners } Was it not apparently and fubftantially a 
refignation of the rights of the Houfe, if any fuch rights they 
poflefled, as the petitioners perhaps improperly, perhaps igno- 
rantly, fuppofed they did poflefs, and a total abdication of 
them as far as they could be ufefully exercifed, in truly, feri- 
opfly, and folemnly proceeding tp atFord the relief and redrefs 
of grievances which the people of England required at the 
hands of that Houfe ? Did the noble Lord, if the purport of 
his fpcech was at all to be relied on, aflbrd the lead hopes, 
that even admitting for a moment, though by no means 
agreeing to the propofition, that it was either wife, warrant- 
able, or confonantto the conftitution of Parliament, to dele- 
Site on any occafion thofe rights which belonged to the 
oufe of Commons ? Did the noble Lord however, admitting 
tlie propofition in its utmoft extent, give the kaft ground for 
•hope, that he wilhed to delegate the rights of the Houfe of 
Commons to fuch hands as wert proper to be entnifted with 
fb extraordinary a delegation ? Without entering into a dif- 
<:uffion, or meaning to queftion the charafter, honour, integ* 
rity, or abiKty, of the intended commiffioners, and agreeing 
fully and entirely, as he believed every gentleman would moft 
reaaily aeree, that the two perfons, who had been named, 
merited all the encomiums which the noble Lord had been 
pleafed to pafs upon them, and ftill more encomiums than 
♦he noble Lord had paflfed, was it not fair to conclude that all 
the commiffioners, whom the noble Lord intended to nomi- 
mie^ would be placemen i He meant not to C^^^ \.bc»x \!cce) 
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would all be placemen in the prefent tenfe, but changing the 
tenfe, they would be placemen ; placemen now, or placemen 
in the higheft probable expeftancy, placemen in future. 

Mr. Dunning then, with infinite poignancy of wit, turned 
all the three defcriptions of ftrangers pointed out by Lord 
North, as fit perfons for commilfi oners, mto ridicule* 'I'hc 
military commanders he objefted to as incompetent from 
their want of familiarity with accounts and papers, the.maf- 
ters in chancery for their charade ri flic delay, (appealing 
to the Houfe whether moft of the gentlemen prefent could 
not feelingly witnefs the tedioufnefsof the procefles in chan- 
cery), and the merchants as expcfiant contraSors. 

In the courfe of his fpeech, he exprefled his furprife at 
shearing Sir Guy Carleton nominated by the noble Lord. 
That officer had never before been honoured with the nod of 
Jupiter, nor did he recoUeft that any of his fatellites had on 
zxiy former occafion (hot off to illuminate his charafter. 

After a moft ingenious argument, Mr, Dunning clofed 
with expreffing his wilh, that the noble Lord might be fuf- 
fercd to proceed in the nomination of his intended commif- 
fioners, that the Houfe might fully know the ewtent of the 
«oble Lord's attempt to perfuade them to refign and abdicate 
their rights and tTiofe powers with which they were conftitu- 
^iionally invefted. 

The Lord Advocate rofe immediately, and contended that 
the delegation aimed at by the noble Lord was neither un- 
precedented nor unparliamentary ; that the noble Lord had 
no objeft whatever but the public good ; and that the objeft 
lie had mentioned could not be fo well attained as by ap- 
pointing the conuniflioners from among the perfons without 
doors. * He put the cafe fairly, if the commiffioners 
had been appointed either from one fide of the Houfe 
or the other, or had been formed from a mixture of 
both, whether every gentleman muil not be convinced, 
that the three compofitions of commiffioners would not 
have been feverally objedlipnable, the two former upon equal 
grounds, and the third more than either. In order to (hew 
this queftion in its true light, he aOced if gentlemen were 
,not perfectly aware, that in cafe the commiffioners were 
chofen from the fide of the Hpufe on which he flood, whe- 
ther it would not be immediately faid, " thecommiffion is 
a trick, a piece of chicane of the miniftcr ; the commiffion- 
ers are his friends! his dependents l bis creatures! What 
^ood ^^ the people at lar^e 190k for from men chofen to in- 
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fpcft the accounts of the noble Lord himfelf and thofe about 
him, who look upon the noble Lord as their patron, their 
maker?" Gentlemen on the other fide of the Houfe, he 
feid, were generally warm, and frequently hot ; not that 
he meant to complain of their warmth oi: their paffion ; he 
was glad to fee either, becaufe he was convinced that mca 
who Sew to hard words, and to heat, had no argument to 
refort tp, and fubftituied paffion for pleading, ftrong expref- 
fions for found reafoning, and ill-language for fober diicul^ 
fion. Thofe who were on the fide of the Houfe on which he 
flood, werCiaccuftomed to govern their paffions better, to 
keep themfelves more cool, and to fpcak with a greater dc* 
gree of temper and moderation. But temperate and meek, 
(for meek even. to reprehenfion he fometimes thought they 
were, to put up with the grofs attacks and illiberal abufc ot' 
the other fide of the Houfe) was it not probable that his 
honourable friends, in cafe the commiffioners were all named 
by oppofition, would fay, ** their report was not the rcfult of 
a fair and candid inveftigation of the fa6ls which came before 
them/ but an effort of party founded on factious motives, 
and having no other view but to turn out the miniftry and 
poffefs themfelves of their places." Thus while the report 
of the one defcription of men would be termed factious, the 
repoit of the other would be pronounced a mere fcreen for mi- 
nilterfal fpeculation. Still worfe would be the refuit, were 
the • commiffioners ta be a mixed number of members of 
^ntlemenon both fides ; in that cafe, bufiuefs would be put 
a ftop to entirely ; the animofity of the one fet would ope* 
rite. upon:the irf-itability of the other, both would in con- 
fequence he betrayed into ill-humour, fpleen, and petulance; 
'and Age and inadnefs .would take place of fober inveftiga- 
.tion,:and wife,' and deliberate decifion. In every one eft 
:th6 three points .of view, therefore, the end of the commiC- 
fion would be fruftrated, and the people without doors would 
'be diiTatisfied, and having caufe to complain of the Houfe, . 
would be induced to think meanly of its functions, its in- 
•^linations, and its powers to do them benefit, and to do them 
-'ferviice. This was furely a., feeling which, no gentleman, 
who. would paufe a. moment and think-coolly of the prefent 
,tehiper of. the times, would wifli to inaprefs on the minds of 
,the people without doori. Oiie of the chief ufes of the in- 
•tended commiffion was to afford fajtisfa.ftion to the publick^ 
•Great as the other confiderations were which prefented thenv 
Tfiilves to viewj .they aloipil funk before that objed, and gasee 
:..:. ' way 
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it. The expences of the War nircre undoubtedly large, 

e burthens impofed on the futijedl necefiarily fevete. 

.rthly confideration, therefore, would be equil to the 

able to convince the people at large that their money 

lot mifappliedy that it was not fpent in corrupt purpo* 

The grand. aim of the bill was to efFecl this Talutary, 

defirable purpofe. Could gentlemen ferioufly think 

it was likely to be anfwered fo well as by appotntine 

,c of the people themfelves to fill the comcniflion ? A 

al had been faid over and o^'er again of pftrliamentary 

i nee, if that argument had . really any foimdation^' and 

krved to have weight without doors,, did it not apply di* 

Q\y in fupport of the noble Lord's propofition, ot having 

^r the commiifioners, perfons who were not members of 

tat Houfc ? Undoubtedly it did. 

.Having argiaed this point for fome tittle time, the Lord 
Advocate adverted to the perfons named, and gave Mr. Bowl- 
by and Sir Guy Carleton a great charaSer. He took notice 
of the obje^lion that had been taken to the latter, on the 
ground of his being a public accoununt, and faid^ Sir Guy 
had but one account to pafs, and while that was in agitation^ 
he need not be prcfent at the committee. In proof that a 
comoiiflion of the kind alluded to, was no novelty, and that 
4he Houfe had more than once delegated their power and 
their rights in great inftanccs; he mentioned Mr. Gren- 
ville*s popular bill, which had been fo much praifed on aH 
ikies the Houfe, and by all paartics ; that bill, which gave 
to a final! nirmbcr the rights of the Houfe colleftively, in 
that mod: cfleatial of all matters to be decided upon, the 
light of eletE^joo, and the claim of nnembers to their {cats ! . 
Colonel Barre w^nt through an hiftorical enmneration of 
all the commi(£on8 of account bills that had been broD^t 
into Pariiament towards the clofe of the laft centary, and at 
the beginning of the prefent, ibting miiuicely the progre^ 
iind jneceptioa of each, which failed, and which came to 
completion, with the effeifts of fuck »s weve carried into exe- 
cution. He refcued the members of that Hmrfe from fti^ 
.picions of unfaimefs from party motives, by faying, that 
when men ol bonour met on bufmefs, no one commiilionffr 
could, be fuppofed capable of aAing paitiad^tf or uncandidly, 
and even if ujch an illiberal idea wt^ entertained of them, 
.no gentleman of either fide, chofen a commiflSoner, would 
-dare to do otherwife than to ad uprightly, hecaufe his cfbf- 
cafier w^l4 be lit ftidke, and Jie wouldLlMVe toanfwer ibr 

• bis 
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bis Gondu^ to tb^t Houle and to his country. He faid, h«i 
had proof that men of all parties deferved a £air prejpdicaitionft 
becaufe he had fat opon a committee with gentlemen of the 
other fide of the Hoofe^ and that upon the invedigation of a 
contrary when there was no caufe for imputing that dif* 
gr^eful fufpicion, which the learned Lord had thought pro« 
per to impute to the members of tliat Houfe, and the rea(bn 
was obvious — ^The members elected of th^t committee were 
all men of honour^ and they had a£ted cpiifonantly to that 
chara^er* With regard to the two gentlemen mentioned^ 
be (aid b^ had no other objedion, but tlv^t the one was eiearly 
i^ placeman^ and avowedly bound by gratitude tp look up to 
the noble Lord as his patron and his qfiaker, the other was 
Umfelf a public accountant* Sir Guy Carte^on he had not 
the honour of living in the habits of intimdcy with, but he 
knew him to be a brave officer. They had ferved together 
laft war, the one as adjutant mafler general, the other as 
quarter mafter general. What was the office Sir Guy Carle- 
ton was now talked of for ? Why this — not to wield the 
truncheon, but to wave the pen ; to turn commis, to examine 
the public accounts ! Undoubtedly the talent of writing ably 
was .a great additional qv^ification in an officer; fomeoffi* 
cerS'pwelfed it i^ an eminent degree, and feme did not; the 
latter perhaps made it up to their country more than equally 
by ihciJC fuperior perfonal bravery, their fuperior knowledge 
of the art of lyar, and their eminence as men of diftingutAetf 
milltaiy character* In France, where military charader 
was better undarftood than in any country, the talent of 
writing ably was fo far from being thought peculiarly ro^ 
commendatory in officers, that generals fo qualified were 
fyek^n of with contempt, and in the coarfeft terms the 
French language would admit of. Every officer of that de-. 
fcription v^^as called Bougre de la Plume. He thought he was 
n0t dilgr^cing Sir Guy Caxleton, therefore, when he d^ 
clared that he always underfliood Sir Guy Carlcton was moxto 
able as an officer thaa as an accountant. 

The Colonel mentioned Mr. Petchell and General Faw- 
citt> and aflced if the. latter was not intended to be nominated 
as one of the con^miffioners) 

Lord North gave Geoeoal Fawcitt a very high charaAcr 
as a proper maft foe the office, and faid he at one time had 
bim in his view ; but as he was sow. abroad, on the public 
feivicci and would probably he put oa ttm fiaff. when he 
[\ ■. .. .:J.......'.- ••,■■; jceturncdik 
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jeturned, he no longer intended nominating that gentleman 
as a commiffioner. • 

Sir Fletcher' Norton^ before he entered into a confidera- 
tion of the propofition that the commiflioners fhouW not be 
members of Parliament, faid, he could not help thinking it 
an extraordinary way of complying with the petitions of the 
people, the two great aims of which were, " oeconomy in 
the public cxpetidit-ure, and the diminution of the influence 
of: the crown," to frame a co'mmiflion, creating new place- 
men at the nomination of the miftifter, and to be paid large 
felaries, with a power to employ ai many fecretaries, clerks, 
meffengers, &c. as they (hoiild think proper, at the will and 
pleafurc of the- faid comhiiifibner^i, fo appointed by' the 
sninider. With regard to the right of delegation, he faid, 
he was mod fully convinced no fiieh right exifted in that 
Hdufe. They'Wfcre the reprefentatives of the people, em- 
poweted to a6i for their conftituents by themfelve|, and in 
their own perfoftsfolely. That their powers and privileges 
wiere perfonal, and could only be perfonally exercifed. 
Their firft power, and that which give them all their 
i^eightand balance in the conftitution,wasthe power oC the 
pnrfe. That power was two-fold, it confifted of the ex- 
tlafive right of votirtg. the public money, and their right 
of examination, and controul of the public accounts. 
Thefe two parts of their power were infeparable ; it there- 
fore behoved every man who wifhed well to his country, and 
who defired to preferve its conftitution in its native, purity, 
to watch over both with equal jealoufy ; becaufe if tlie one 
■were patted with, no man could fay, as the tranfition was 
'^xtyemely eafyj that Ahe pther would not follow likewife, 
though perhaps the exa£b period of time might not be at 
ihand. That Houfe, therefore, had no right of delegation 
•in any cafe whatever, they were the holders of the rights of 
^he people, for whom they cxercifed them. The other 
Houfe of Parliament was differently confiituted ; reprefent* 
ing the ariftocracy, they reprefented themfelves, and confe- 
-quently could part with that power, which was their own, as 
-they chofe, fo long as their delegating of it did not afFeA the 
commons of England. Hence their right of voting by 
proxy ; but who ever heard of a member of that H6ufe vo- 
ting, by proxy ? As to what a learned Lord had faid relative 
to Mr. GrenviUe*s bill, he was aftoniflied that any man couW 
fuppofe for a moment even, that the operation or the bill of 
kMi'^ Grenville^ wa$ any way applicable to the prefent bill. 

Did 
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Did that delegate the powers and rights of the Houfe ? No 
fuch thing. No more than when bills were referred to com* 
fnittees; a'bove ftairs. In order to make the cafes analogous, 
it muft be proved ihat Mr. Grenville's bill turned over tho 
rights of eleftion, and the claims of members to. their feats, 
to the inv^ftigation and decifion of ftrangers and foreigners. 
Every gentleman who heard him knew to the contrary. The 
prefbnt propofition, therefore, he was per(uaded was illegal^ 
and if come into, would amount to a forfeiture of the com* 
paft between the reprefentatives and the reprefented, inaf- 
much asthofe who aciopted it would clearly betray their trufl, 
and forfeit the confidence of tRofe who trufted them with the 
|K>v\fers of the cortimons of England. 

He obfervedthat there was a great deal to do in a very lit- 
tle titne; the Houfe had folemnly pledged itfel£ to redrefs 
the grievances complained of, and comply with the petitions 
of the people of England ; there remained but a (hort period 
of the felTionsto come, in which all this was to be done. It 
was high tinie, therefore, to get rid of meafiires, which^ 
Kkfc the prefent bill, Vrcre idle, nugatory, and frivolous, and 
proceed effeftualiy and truly to keep their word with their 
cbnftituents; ifth^y did not keep their word, he knew not 
With what face they could go into the country, and meet 
thofe who fent them to that Houfe of Parliament. 

The Secretary aiJFar anfwered Sir Fletcher by a variety of 
precedents, that the Houfe had on many occafions appointed 
comtnittees of ftrangers, and as fuch committees like that un- 
d6r the prefent bill were not to decide, but only to enquire 
ifito faAs, and report to the Houfe the refult of the enquiry, 
that it did not amount to the fort of delegation which Sir 
Fletcher had faid was a matter fb ftudioufly to be avoided. 

Mr. Fo:d made a moft able and warm reply, enforcing 
the ftrongcft of Sir Fletcher Norton's arguments, and deem- 
ing him very high authority. He drew a fimile between a 
comifniffionef and the officer in the French courts of juftice, 
called Le Rapporteur^ whofe duty it was to examine into and 
ftiate the faSs ; this officer, he faid, was generally fuppofed 
to be a mere no- body, but it was i^ell known that he had thjD 
whole catife in his handy, and that the fate of it depended on 
his m6de of (haping- his report. He atfo inftanced the 
cafe of Verres the general of Sicily, accufed at Rome of 
abufe of truft by Cicero, and faid, that Verres efcaped by 
procuring Lucius Sicilius, his dfficer, who had ferved under 
him, and was his dependent to take up the accufation againft 
Jhim; he then in a moft animated mauivw c^wox^^ Ca^^x^'^ 

VoL.XVIL s ^^^^^ 
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fpeech to Lucius Sicilius, applying the charaflcr of Hor^ 
tenfius to Lord North. 

Mr. Mansfield tt^VitA to Mr, Fox and Sir Fletcher Nor- 
ton; and faid he prefumed there was a Speaker of that 
Houfe, in 16671 but he heard nothing of his obje£ting to a 
bill dircflly fimilar to the prefcnt. Perhaps that gentle* 
man had not the prefent Sp^ker's tendernefs of confcience ; 
perhaps he was a man, and felt fomethixig like firmnefs of 
mind. 

After more debate the Houfe divided. 

For Mr. Ord*s leaving the chair, 173 

Againft it, 195 

Although it was now two o'clock in the morning, Lord 
North preffed that the conrmiittee (hould proceed to ap- 
prove, or difapprove, of the perfons whom he intended to 
name. - 

Mr. Fox^ in a very able fipcech, rcmonftrated againft the 
unfairnefs and indecency of fuch a proceeding. Gentle- 
men, after fitting twelve hours in a very crowded and heated 
Houfe, might well be prefumed to be fatigued and exhaufted. 
The committee wasthinning apace; confequently great num^. 
bers, who fuppofed that the Houfe would rife immediately 
after the divifion, had gone away ; but he would remind the 
noble Lord ovcr-againft him, of what he believed he was no 
ftranger to, that proceeding further to-night would not be 
following up a point already eftabliflied, on which the fenfe 
of the floufe had been fully exprefled.— He would tell the 
tioble Lord what he meant: the negative put upon the 
right honourable gentlemkn's motion, under the gallery, 
decided this, and no more, that k was the opinion of the 
committee, that it would be proper that the commiffioners 
under the prefent bill (hould not be members of that Houfe. 
That queftion having been decided by a majority of 22 gen- 
tlemen, what was the queftion now before the committee? 
Whether Sir Guy Carleton, and Mr. Bowlby, fliould be 
two of the faid intended commiflioners? Here then a new 
principle was to be eftabliflied: not whether thofe gentle- 
men were eligible, becaufe they were not menabers, but be- 
caufe they were placemen. Mr. Bowlby was comptroller of 
the army accounts ; Sir Guy Carleton was a general, com- 
mander of a regiment, and, he believed, enjoyed fome other 
port, or place 'of profit, under the crown. If one or both 
of thofe gentlemen were to be appointed commiffioners, 
where then was the noble Lord's great ground of argunrwnt 

gonc^l 
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gone? — That members of' Parliament, fele^ed from either 
fide of the Houfe, would be fufpedled of partiality; if from 
^18 fide of the Houfe, of party prejudice; if from that of 
the noble Lord, of being, influenced by places or penfions» 
—He would add two other confiderations, one in reference 
to the noble Lord himfelf, the other ariflng from the bill 
BOW before the committee* When the noble Lord fnatched 
the billy or meafure, out of the hands of his honourable 
friend below him [Colonel Barre] he gave the ftrongeft and 
fiilieft aflTurance to the Houfe, that he was determinfd that 
no perfon enjoying any place, port, or emolument under 
the crown, fbould be appointed a commiffioner. The noble 
•Lord had for once kept his word. The bill which he pro- 
duced was framed upon that idea. There is a claufe in it» 
which exprefsly provides, that no perfon fo defcribed fhall 
be a commiffioner: yet, at the very eve of day-break, after 
twelve hours warm debate, when one half of the members 
are gone, and the other half tired out and exhaufted, the 
noble Lord, in diredt contradiftion to his own fpecific af- 
fur^nces, when he moved the bill, to the bill itfelf, as it 
now fiands, which amounts to a record of thofe afTurances^ 
takes an unfair advantage of all thofe circumfiances, and 
endeavours, in the mod fiiameful manner, to precipitate 
^he Houfe upon a falfe conception of the principle now ap- 
proved, not only to adopt another principle totally uncon* 
neded with it, that of nominating placemen, but to nomi- 
nate placemen in one clagfe of the bill, though they are ex* 
prefsly excluded in another claufe of the bill. 

Lord North acknowledged, that there was a claufe in the 
bill which excluded placemen; but it would remain with 
the committee to determine whether, if Mr.. Bowlby, for 
inftance, (hould be deemed one of the moil fit and proper 
perfons, on account of his general chara£ler and known 
abilities, that his being a placeman would prove an in* 
curable objeflion. The gentleman who objefted to Mr* 
Bowlby acknowledged his merit, to as great an extent, and 
in as unqualified a manner as any of his moft warm friends; 
the quedion would therefore turn upon this fingle circum* 
ftance, whether his being comptroller of the army accounts 
was fufficient, though qualified in every other refpeft to diC» 
charge a duty, which it was confefled on all hands requir^ 
the abilities, experience^ and knowledge that gentleman wat 
Jknown to poflefs* 

s % Mr. 
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Mr. Fv^ hid, he felt the higheft indignation at the lai^ 
guage made ufe of by the noble Lord. The abilities anil 
integrity of Mr. Bbwlby were entirely foreign to the Cub*- 
jtd now under difcuffion- The queftion was not, whether 
Mr* Bowlby was. fit or unfit. No man in that Houiey.or 
out of ity had a better opinion of that gentleman than he 
had; but the queflion was, whether in a bill which ex»- 
prefsly excludes placemen from being appointed, one of the 
iirft gentlemen propofed fhould be a placeman ; a placeman 
holding his appointment at pleafure, and a placeman obliged, 
for that appointment, to the noble Lord in the blue rtbbom 
He did not know any exprcflions ftrong enough to convttj 
his fentiments, refpeding fo fhameful, barefaced, and di^ 
graceful a conduct. Where are all the arguments^ which 
polTed in the courfe of a twelve hours debate, and which 
had been urged by the noble Lord and his friends, with fo 
much confidence I Members of that Houfe, faid the noble 
Lord and his fupporters, enjoying places under the crown^ 
would be fufpefted of being under an improper, influence; 
gentlemen on the other fide of the Houfe, of bein^ under 
party influence ; therefore, inembers of that Home were 
fK>l proper^perfons to be nominated. Strong, as the influence 
of the crown was confefTed to be, he would contend, that 
even from among the noble Lord's own chief . friencb and 
fupporters> nine perfons might be feiefted, who, upon every 
fair ground of probability, and rule of public judgment, 
would-be found much lefs objectionable than the gentlemao- 
whom the noble Lord had propofed. 

It was well known to be a rule of law, and well fuppoited 
by common experience, that the charaftex of the perfon to 
whom influence was imputed, made no part of the con* 
fideration whether he was or was not eligible. It was fuflfc* 
cient to fay, that his (iiuation was fnch as fubjeflcd htm to 
temptation. If an objeSion wa-s taken to a juror, that. he 
was a relation to one of the parties, whether the matter to be 
enquired into rerpeficd property or a criminal otFe«ce> it was 
never afked whetliier he was a great, and able, or good ithib; 
H was only rteceflkry to know if he was the father, the lujele^ 
near relation, or known dependent of one of the parties^ or 
whether he himfelf might have an intcrefl in the decifioBi 
the law prefumcd the reA, and with the flrongeft and moft 
nncontroverted claims to the purefl integrity, to the gceafeeft 
abilities, and the mofl: unbiaifcd and impartial judgineol» 

• fupplied 
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fupplied the want of proof by implication, and deemed him 
oarrupf. 

Lord N9rth faid, that he moft certainly appointed Mr. 
Bowlby to the place he then enjoyed, and like wife that faie 
field it during pleafure ; but he could fay, that his appoints 
sientAfofe merely from that gentleman's merit; and as to 
the influence prefiimed to exifl, on his holding his prefent 
f>laee of comptroller fe bene placUoy he was ready to remove 
that objeAion, by changing the prefent tenor of it into 
that of auamdiu fe bens gefferity which would render him as 
iiidet>enaent of the crown as any perfon witliin or without 
that Houfe. 

■ Mr. T. Townfiend faid J)e had not the honour of know» 
ine the gentleman alluded to fo often in the courfe of the 
deDftte, but by all accounts he was a very worthy man. He 
likewife entertained a very high opinion of Sir Guy Carlc"' 
ton, as an able experienced officer, to whom his country lay 
under manjr obligations. But befides the obje£lioas ftated 
againfl both tho^ gentlemen, one of which vms attempted 
fo be foftencd by the noble Lord, who offered to change t 
place held at pleafure into a freehold ; a ver.y curious me^ 
thody he confelTcd, of removing or rooting all prejudice! 
out of a grateful bread ; but he would add, that there was 
ftill another which equally applied to both. Mr« Bowlby 
,was comptroller of the army accounts: he was thereforor 
in ft refponfibic fituation; he held a place, and was an-« 
fwerabie in common with others for the faithful difcharg« 
of his duty. He would not fay that Sir Guy Carietoti 
could be deemed a placeman within the meaning of ths 
elaufe, though he believed he was; but then if he was not^ 
Sir Guy Carleton, as commander in chief in Canada, and 
governor of the province of Qiiebec, was accountable to 
the nation for the expenditure of feveral millions of thtf 
public monev. He would therefore recommend it to the 
noble Lord ferioufly to reflefl, and feel the ground he flood 
on ; for nrvoft clearly he would have fomething more than 
tneer inconflfteftcy toanfwer for; more than pledging him^' 
felf to that Houfe, when he moved for leave to bfing in 
his bill, that no placeman fbould ba appointed a com- 
fiiiflioner ; more than contradiding that promife without . 
(hame, by fuperfeding a claiufe af^ually framed by himfelf; 
and inferred in the bill for excluding placemen, and yet 
propofing the names of two gentlemen who were placemen % 
nis^ Lordfliip would have the refcntments of the peopls 
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•without doors to contend and ftruggle-with, when it (hall be 
known that gentlemen who have accounts themfelves to pafs 
to a very great amount, are the very perfoi^s chofen to en- 
quire into the expenditure of the public monies, and to 
propofe a reform in time to come. This indeed would be 
too much; he hoped the noble Lord would conceive it 
to be fo, and that he would defiil from proceeding at fo 
late an hour of the night, when fo many difficulties, and, 
in his opinion, infurmountable difficultiesj^ fiood in the 

Sir Harry Houghton faid, if the perfons propofed were 
the fitteft to fill the commifljon, he thought that they ought 
to be appointed* He underftood that there was a claufe in 
the hill which excluded placemen. This, however, need not 
prevent the committee from proceeding; for when it rcach-r 
ed that plaufe, it might be either totally firuck put, or fo 
modified and altered, as to render every part of the bill 
uniform. 

Lord Narfh faid, that he agreed with the honourable 
gentleman behind him, that if the committee ihould agrees 
to infcrt the name of Mr. Bowlhy, the claufe which ex- 
cludes placemen mud be altered; but he begged the com-i^ 
mittee to attend ftriftly to the ground of exclufion; for in 
His opinion it went only to that of Mr. Bowlby's being a 
placeman. The honourable gentleman who fpoke lately 
contended, that Sir Guy Carleton was a placemaa within 
the meaning of the claufe : upon both theiQ gentlemen two 
diftindl queftions would therefore arife; upon N(.t, Bowlby's 
appointment, whether all placemen were to be e)iLcluded» 
Jf the committee (hould fo determine, then whether Sir 
Guy Carleton held any place or port within the meaning and 
intention of the claufe, if it (hould be retained in its prefent 
form. 

For his part, when he brought in the bill, he had no inten*? 
lion of propofing Mr. Bowlby ; and he could not help fay* 
ing, that cpnfidering all the circumftances, particularly that 
gentleman's tried abilities and experience, in pafling the army 
accounts, bethought it would be a very unfortunate circum-r 
ftance if the public fbould be deprived of his fervices.; and as 
to any prefumed iafluenqe which might be fuppofed to arife 
from hU then fituation, he thought his propofal of alTuring 
to that gentleman the pofleilion of his place during good be- 
haviour, initead of holding it at pleafure, would inflantly re* 
^pye every abje^ftion of h\s being a placeman, and fuch a 

placemai^ 
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placeman as might be prefiimed to aS under the influehoe 
of a lofs of his place. 

The honourable gentleman over agalnft him, Mr. T« 
Townfliend, had ftarted another objection, which was, that > 
having accounts to pafs himfelf, and confequently being 
Ciibjtd to the controul of the commiflioners, it would be 
abiurd to appoint him to controul his own accounts. He 
begged leave to fet the right honourable gentleman right as 
to that particular. Mr. Bowlby was comptroller, but for 
what purpofe ? Not to receive or pay monies, but merely to 
examine the accounts of others, and refer them to the trea- 
fury. When thofe references came to the treafury, warrants 
were iflTucd or ftruck, and fent back to the comptroller, who 
drew upon the exchequer under the authority, in favour of 
thofe who made the demand. His intended lituation would 
therefore exaftly correfpond with the duties of his prefent 
employment, that of controlling and examining the accounts 
of others, not his Own. 

Colonel Barre caught fire at what he called the impofition 
attempted to be put upon the committee by the noble Lord in 
the blue ribbon. He contended, that Mr. Bowlby, as comp-" 
troUef, was as liable to come under the controul and exami- 
nation of the committee, as any other perfon whatever, and 
to have the accounts officially ccrtifiedby him to the treafury 
infpcfted ; and if any malverfation or foul praftices Ihould be 
ilifcovered, to be punifhed according to his demerits. 

It was painful to him to be obliged to explain matters ia 
this ftrong manner ; biit he trulted no perfon prefent would 
underftand that he meant to infinuate the lead reflexion or 
fufpicion on the gentleman's charadter Or integrity, whofe 
name had, in his opinion, been dragged fo improperly into 
the debate by the noble Lord. 'I'he h& was, that it was in 
the power of the comptroller of the army accounts, if he 
had the inclination, to be guilty of the mod mifchievous 
frauds. He niight certify any accounts, however fraudulent 
and corrupt, to the treafury ; the treafqry, on that certificate, 
might iflue a warrant, the comptroller might tranfmit that 
warrant to the exchequer, and the public be cheated to an 
enormous amount, without the poflibility of dete^ion, ac- 
cording to the prefent mode of paffing the accounts, unlefs he 
fhould be informed againft bv the part t'ceps (riminis : and, faid 
he, I am aftoniflied at the noole Lord's confidence, in aiferting 
that the office of comptroller is the only one that cannot be 
abufed. I do contend, in the teeth of the noble Lord> aff<?r- 
tion, that it is the only one that is fubje^ to the greatefl and 
moit mifchievous abule* 
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The treafury, or thofe who make thedeniand, cannot de- 
fraud the public ; but the comptroller may, if he pleafes, in 
concert with the perfon who makes the demand, effefl that, 
which none of the other officers dzn. The treafury can iffue 
ne warrant but for fuch fums as come certified to them by the 
comptroller; the exchequer nothing, but what that- warrant 
orders ; and I will tell tlie noble Lord boldly, what I'know to 
be a faft, that the fum of ten thoufand pounds was lately paid 
to a cdntraftor without the neceflary vouchers, through thfc 
channel of the comptroller and the treafury board. I Know 
the f^S to be true, and I dare the noble Lord to conlradiiSt 
me. The accounts of all the contraSors come to the comp- 
troller's offline' to be pafled, in the manner s^nd form 1 have 
mentioned ; and were I to lay my hand upon any one; part trf" 
the financial fyftem, more than another, it would be that of 
the office of comptroller, fxom which fq much good may 
be derived, and fo much mifchicf be averted, ^P^fid^s^ I wiil 
app«al coolly to the noble Lord's own knowledge and ej^pe^ 
tierice. 1 would a(k the noble Lord, in thefifft inftaqc^, if 
the duty and office of the comptroller is nQt exaSly analog 
gous to that of the treafurer of the navy, and 1 would lead 
him fairly to this conclufion : if it was believed that therb 
Was any pecuiatiou committed in the naval department, 
^hich copid not b^ the pafe without the co-operation or 
permiffion of the treafurer, I would a(k the noble Lord, I 
fay, if a connimittee or commiffion was appointed to enquiie 
into the Cdrnplaint, whether he would have the confidence 
to rife in this Houfe, andpropofe the treafurer s^s one of tKc 
fitteft perfons to be named for that committee or commiffion ? 
I am certain there arc fome things the poble Lord would 
t\ot hazard ; yet the two cafes are exactly fimilar. But the 
noble Lord thinks, that it is money alone that is infeSious, 
and corruDts the irfind, and influences the underftanding, 
His Lordmip fays, the comptroller handles no money, there- 
fore he lies under no temptation, nor can fuflfer no impur 
tation. I woiild wifli tjic noble Lord to recoUeft, that the 
auditors of the impreft neither receive nor pay money ; yet, 
would thp noble Lord think it decent to name the two genr 
tlemen that fill that office, were they in every other re^cA 
eligible ? I am clear he would not. Away then \^ith the 
ihameful pretence. ' I have as pood an opinion of the inte- 
grity of Mr. Bowlby, as the noble Lord ; but independent 
of that, I took upon him to be one of the moft unfit men in 
fhis kingdom to be appointed a commiffioner. 

4 Mr, 
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Mr. Dunning faid a few words, corroborating -what had 
1>9^ advanced by his booourable friend. Mod aTFuredlvy he 
faid 9 the honourable gentleman whofe name had been u> of- 
ten mentioned, could not be appointed a commiflioner, with- 
out putting a dire& infiilt upon that Houfe and the nation. 
The laws of the laiid, and the law and ufages of Parliament, 
pmfcribed any oiao from being a judge in his own caufe ; he 
tnifted tiierefore, that both on account of the claufe, and 
the reafons jui( ilated, pointing out the totai impropriety pf 
Mr. Bowlby*s appointment, he fhould hear no more of that 
gentleman as a commiHioner. Mr. Bowthy having his con- 
SuA to juftify in common with others, having acc(>unts to 
pais in common with others, muft have that conduft en- 
quired into, have thofe accounts pafled and controlled, in 
£ioipmon with others. 

lyfr. Fox endeavoured to (hew how extremely improper it 
would be to appoint a gentleman who lay under fuch parti- 
cular obligations to the noble Lord in the blue ribbon. He 
had given him a place during pleafure, accompanied with 
very confiderable emolument ; be had offered now to rendeir 
it a place for life; the comraifllion which the prefent bill 
propofed, might, as it had been hinted by his honourable 
niend who fpoke laft, lay open fcenes nqt very favourable to 
thofe whom the noble Loru v^qs known to wifh very well ; 
}ie wa^ of opinion, therefore, that with every good and great 
difpofition It was pqflible for Mr. Bowlby's warmeft admirevt 
|o impute to him, it could hardly be expefiled from that 
gentleman that he would exercife the powers vefted in h\m 
by the afi, again ft the very perfon who had put him inta 
IOC fitiiation which enabled him to do (q. 

The L9rd AdvocaU obferved, that the fubjed (larted ap- 
peared to him to be of great iqiportance, ^nd of cpurfe to be 
worthy of ftrious conhderation. He did not accede to the 
argjuments nfed by the other fide of thp Houfe, |^ut in his 
opinion, they il^manded a fi^ller difcuflion U^an could ba ex- 
peSed from the Houfe at that time in the moaning. 
' Lord hforth obferved,* that tvKo obje<Aions had bSen i^ated ; 
that he joined in opinion with his learned friend who fpoke 
laft, and of courfe he vf^ ready to wave preflSng the matter 
|tf fo late an hourl 

The Lord Advocate then movcdji that tj^e chairms^n do r«r 
port progrefs, and have leave to fit again. It wa^ now three 
iffc\ot\i in ^be morning. 

General Conway rolie to give notice of a nu)tiof^ he int^nd- 
f^ tq nndce x^xt (that) day refpeding America, ^hiipro- 
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<luced Another debate, which continued till half part three ; 
•and the Speaker was not in his coach till within a few minutes 
of four in the iliorning. 

May 2. 

Though it was agreed to meet eady, and the Speaker took 
thc^chair foon after three, there was but a very thin attendance. 

Mt. Eden moved the Houfe to refolve into a committee of 
the whole Houfe tocQnfider of the trade to North America. 

The Houfe refolved itfelf into a conmiittee ; Sir Grey 
Cooper took the chair. 

Mr. Eden then moved to bring in a bill, " To allow the ex- 
portation of provifions, goods, wares, and merchandize, from 
Great Britain to certain towns, ports, or places, in North 
^America, which afc or may b^ under the prote£lion of his 
Majefty*s arms, and from fuch towns, ports, and places, to 
•Great Britain, and other parts of his Majefty's dominions." 

Mr. Hayley feconded the motion* 
. Governor /*««;««// faid, that he had been particularly de- 
fired, and had promifecf not to enter into any debate or op* 
pofition in this ftage of this bufinefs. He alfo perceived, 
that the Houfe wifbed to avoid fuch for the prefent; He 
"would^ therefore, as he did yefterday, fuppofe himfelf not 
to know what the gentleman's propofltions were. That he 
muft, wherever he met it, oppofe tne principle of this bufi- 
jnefs, as neither the gentleman who moved, nor the gentle- 
man who feconded the buflnefs, had opened the matter, he 
would not now himfelf do it, further than to declare and 
give notice, that when the ,bill was brought in, he (hould 
move to have it printed, that the Houfe might fee the dan- 
gerous tendency of the meafure, and that then a day might 
be fixed upon for taking this matter into confideration, when 
he would enter into a full explanation and difcuflion of it, 
^nd oppofition to it. 

:Sir Grey Cooper reported to the Houfe, and the bill was or- 
dered to be brought in accordingly without oppofition. 

Colonel Onflow ilated to the Houfe that as the law now* 
ilands, the tenants of lands on which the landlord has granted 
annuitiesj^ were liable to have their efFefts feized by the an- 
•^uifants, without any notice being given them whatever, in 
cafe of the annuities not being paid up by the landlord. And 
that then no remedy could be had for this cruel grievance, un- 
lefs the legiflation interpofed ; and gave notice, that in cafe 
the gentlemen of the long robe did npt take up this matter ia 
Parliament, that he Would move for leave to bring in a bill to 
£>^/jrj:etAai2Qid0rs of annuities to give due notice, to. tex)amsu> 
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pay their rent, before any feiznre of efFefls fliould take place 
for the fame. And the notice he (hould propofe to be given . 
to the tenants, would be the fime as the law requires of mort- 
gagees to give to tenants, before they are capable of coming 
upon them by diftrefs for their rent. 

The Houfe having yefterday refolved ijtfcif into a com- 
mittee, Mr. Dempfter in the chair, a motion was made by 
Gov. Pownally ** That leave be given to bring in a bill to 
repeal fo much of the aft of the 13th of his prefent Majefty, 
intitled, * An a£t to regulate the importation and exporta^ 
tion of corn,' as relates to the warehoufing of corn." 

He then faid, he did not with to avoid the full difcuflioo 
of this matter. He wi(hed it might be thoroughly confidered 
and fully difculTed ; and that all which he wiihed, was to 
biwg it to that ifliie. He only wiftied not to lofe time; and 
be prevented from bringing forward the remedy which the 
country called for. 

Lord North agreed to let the Member take the Aage ; but 
jreferved himfelf to obje£l to it on the confideration of the 
bill. . 

Sir T. Clavenng (aidf he had, in the meeting of gentlemen 
at the Star and Garter, confented to this meafure. A) far as it 
went to flop importation ; but that he had his doubts about 
the repeal of the claufe. He wi(hed to ftop all importation 
lill next feflion, by a temporary bill. 

Lord Nugent oppofed the propofition, but agreed to its 
taking this ilep in the proceeding of the bufinefs, on the pre* 
cedent fet by the honourable gentleman himfelf, yefterday* 
on the New- York bill ; but would oppofe it when the bill 
was brought in. 

Mr. Sibthorp ftated the inconvenience and mifchiefs of the 
•vvarehoufc claufe, and the operations df the meafure, in a 
very clear and bufmefs-like way, which was very much 
attended to. 

Governor Pownall replied t© Lord North and Lord Nugent^ 
and afterwards the motion palfed without a divifion. 

The Houfe being refumed, Sir George Savile prefented a 
petition, figned by feven thoufand perfons, and upwards, 
refiding in Halifax, in the county of York, fetting forth, 
that the additional duty laid upon malt, or private brewery, 
J)ore particularly hard upon tl>em, ^nd therefore praying 
fclief as Ihould feem meet to the hpii6urable Houfe. . 

. A lon^ 
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i long and defultory debate thereupon took pixce, m the 

rfe of which a variety of opinions were introduc€»d, as to 

manner in which it would be beft to difpofe of the 

tition. 

Sir Grey Cooper ftrongly objeftcd to the receiving it «t all, 

. it was contrary to the eflabUflied rule of Parliament to ac- 
apt of any\}etition againft a new tax, under which defcrip- 
ion of petitions that now prefented by the honourable Ba- 
snet [Sir George Savile] mod undoubtedly was. " 

Sir George Savile j however, would by no means be brought 
to coAcur with the honourable gentleman, but moved that 
the faid petition (hould be referred to the committee that was 
Co fit the next day on the malt bill* 

The converfation of the Houfe then turned on the queftion, 
whether the petition (hould be referred as moved for^ or 
ifaould only lie on the table, while another opinion was, that 
the petition fliould be totally got rid of in the prefent ftage of 
it, by a vote of the Houfe for that purpoJTe. In the courfe of 
this converfation the praftice of the Houfe was recurred to, 
and precedents both for and agaihft, confidering petitions 
relbeSing taxes, were equally quoted* 

Mr. Rigby faid, the petition brought in by the worthy 
Baronet, was unqueftionably a petition againft a tax,' and as 
that was the cafe he (hould certainly oppofe it. Petitions 
againft taxes could only ferve to perplex and delav bufmefs, 
and for no other one ourpofe. The cuftom of Parliament 
too had, as far as he had underftood, been much againft it, 
and he was one of thofe who did not wifh to depart from old 
and eitablifhed rules. Another objefiion too, and a very 
(Irong one againft fuflfering the petition to go to the com- 
mittee on the malt bill, was on account of thp perfons who 
had figned it. For vyhowere they? Interefte^i perfons. A 
fct of people immediately in the matter they had petitioned 
about. But his opinion lyas Brm, that no petitions ought 
to be received agamft taxes, and efpecially that counfel ought 
by no means to be allo^ped in fupport of them, for if that 
fhould be the cafe, there would be no end to the bufinefs of 
Parliament. They might come all the year round, and not 
finiih the confideration of the various petitions they (hould 
have prefenicd to them. ' 

The tax itfelf he verily believed, bore heavy upon the peo- 
ple, and no one could wifh more than he did, that it could nave 
been avoided; but in the prefenf fituation of things, he 
ihought the minifter could not have fuggeftcd a better mode 
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of raifing the money that vroiild arife from the additional 
duty laid upon malt. With refpe£l, however, to the peti- 
tion, he could by no means agree to its going to the com- 
i^ittee on the mait bill, and if it fhould be perfumed in, he 
would certainly take the fcnfe of thcHoufc upon it. 

Mr. Fox denied, that the petition before the Houfe coold 
be with any kind of propriety- kept frbm the reference moved 
for. He would,, he faid, maintain this aflfertion, even ad- 
mitting the argtunent lifed againft petitions againft taxe?, 
for this petition, prefented by the honourable Baronet, [Sir 
George oavile] was not a petition againft the malt tar, but 
againit the mode of it. The petitioners fet forth that the 
tax was an unequal one, and only prayed to be relieved from 
that inequality. To refufe, therefore, to refer it to the 
committee it was moved to be referred to, would in fad be 
nothing lefs than a total rejedion of the bill itfclf. 

The petition was as to the mode of the tax, who then could 
it be referred to but the committee, who only could modify 
it? But a ftrong obje&ion the right honourable gentleman 
had to the petition, was, the fubfcribers to it were interefted 
perTons. This was, in his opinion, a ground of obje£tion 
no lefs extraordinary than curious ; for who but interefted 
perfons ever petitioned on any matter that was the fubjed of 
their petition ? Or what was more, natural than to fuppofe 
that thofe who (igned a petition- of afny kind w^re intenefted 
perfons ? 

The. honourable gentleman reminded the Houfe of the 
ilKjudged jeje£lion of all the American petitions, and the 
dmdful confeqaences that followed therefrom. The excife 
bill too had, in his oprnion, better never have been palled^ 
than for the Houfe to have repealed it three years afterwards, 
and he thought it much better to hearken to petition^ in 
rime, than to be obliged to make apologies fomc little time 
afterwards for having rcjefied thetn. 
' hord North (sLidf that if all the perfons interefted in anew 
tax might petition the.Houfe, allthe people -in Ehgland would 
come to them, for they were aH of them at fome tirtic or 
otbK interefted in the taxes:; but as all the- people could not 
petition them, they werecertainiyto fpeak through their rei. 
prefentatives, and that was-certainly the right and cofiftitu* 
tional way of proceeding. With refpedl, however, to the 
prefent petition^ he did not very well know exaftly how to 
a<9b; His opinion was, that it would be beft to let it He on 
the table, in order that he might the better inform himfclf of 
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recedertts regarding it, and then it was very poflible he 

M be of another opinion. 

Ir, Townjhend vfzs of the fame opinion, and thought it 

^ht, for the prefent, lie on the table, as the noble Lord 

i, he did not know but that he might vote for its going to 

; committee. 

Mr. Rigby replied, that it would be better to decide upon 
ic petition at once ; for if it was not totally rejeSed, the 
loufe would have a hundred petitions, of the fame nature, 
jefore to-morrow morning. 

The order of the day was then called for, and the matter 
was going off, when Lord George Gordon aflced what was to 
be done with the petition? And the Speaker anfweredj that 
it lay on the table. 

Mr. Rigby upon that rofe again, and oppofed the order of 
the day, which being moved for, and put, was carried with- 
out a divifion. 

The Houfe then divided upon the queftion, whether the 
petition fliould be referred to the committee on the malt bill, 
or not, when there appeared 6i for it, and 123 againft it. 

Lord Beaucbamp reprefented to the Houfe, that fome of 
the accounts of the expenditure of the public money, deli- 
vered in by a right honourable gentleman, whom he would 
name [Mr. Alderman Harlcy] had been much altered fincc 
they had been on the table. No one, he faid, was more 
willing than he was, that papers before the Houfe (hould be 
communicated to the people through the public prints, pro- 
vided it was done fairly and candidly. 

But this was a very different cafe. Accounts laid before 
the Houfe, had, he (hould fuppofe wantonly, been mutilated 
and altered. How to account for it, he was not, his Lord- 
(hip faid, fo well prepared for, though he flioiild hope gen- 
tlemen did not, in making ufe of the privilege they had of 
examining the papers at the table, fometimes put them in 
their pockets, and leave them accidentally at their homes, 
affording thofe about them an opportunity of altering thoit 
accounts they might take away with them. 

Mr. Alderman Harky confirmed what Lord Beauchamp 
had faid, and with this addition, that his accounts had no' 
only received many mutilations, but interpolations alfo. 

Colonel A/rr^. allowed the faft, as ftated, to be exceeding' 
cruel, and that the vengeance of the Houfe ought to I? 
upon the authors of it, but wifhed to wave the matter, at 
-wsis not then properly before the Houfe. 
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Mr. Ord thought the matterof. the higheft confequence, 
and that it ought to be invert igated innmediately, for it was 
hard to judge whether any accounts upon the table were 
right or not. 

' Mr* Brett efteemed the bufinefs equally ferious, and called 
upon the noble Lord [lyord Beauchatnp] to mention who of 
jhc members had carried away any papers from the table. • 
.. Lord Beauchamp explained himfelt, and faid, he had not 
charged any members with having done it, but had only 
hop^ that none of them had taken ai^y of the papers home 
with them. 

The Speaker thought the matter of a very important na^ 
ture, and hoped it would not be fufFered to pafs off without 
ibme flep or other taken to (ift it to the bottom. 

Lord Beauchamp then moved for a committee up (lairs, to 
enquire into the fadl, and the motion being carried nem. con. 
a committee was appointed accordingly. 

The order of the day was then called for, and the Houfe 
irefolved itfelf into a committee of fupplies, Mr. Elvvcs'in '" 
the chair, on the army extraordinaries. 1 

Colonel Barre went into a particular inveftlgation of the 
fubje£l, and compared the fums expended in former wars to 
ihofe lavifhcd in the prefent one, proving that it had cod the 
nation lefs when in the purfuit of real glory, that it did now, 
iwhen the Britifh fword was only reeking with the blood of 
pur friends and relations. There was, the honourable gen- 
tleman faid, an immenfe fum of money, in the extraordina^ 
ries of the army, hitherto unaccounted for: it was no lefs a 
Aim than 1,588,2721. 2s. 

Lord North faid, that there was no other method that 
government could take, than to comply with the requifitions . 
made by the commander in chief, who always had whatever 
fum he wrote for, and all that could be (hewn, perhaps, at 
prefent for them, was his warrants, which he returned every 
quarter. 

Colonel Barre replied, that it did not fujrprize him to be 
.told that, for it was what he expeded, but^houghJhe was 
againft crippling the commander in chief, he thought the 
fupplies granted him might be given with too lavifh a hand, 
though what he wanted to know, was how and for what the 
money ifliied had been expended. 

He ftated feveral calculations of a moft fingular nature. 
He faid that it was impoflible to know the real flrength of the 
army thus provided for in North America, as the miniftcrs 
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never prodtice tlie returns ; the only method to gain 

nformation was to look at the account of iloppages ttiad^ 

the foldiers on account of provifions: that thofe (top- 

s were at the rate of two-pence half-penny per day from 

i ration of provifions, which was about 3I. i6s. per ahiltini 

each man ; that it appeared by ihofe accounts rhat ftojp- 

^es had been made from a little more than 40,000 rteri ; 

At the film remitted to North America irt 1779, winch 

as 1,588,0271. each foldicr coft his couritiy in extr^ordlila' 
ics, neither explained or accounted for, about 40s. fteriihg 
jer annum, over and above the pay, &c. mentioned in the 
irft refolution. 

He dated to thcf Houfe, that the article of provifiomT fof 
the year of oar great armament, .1776, was 404,856!. thdt lA 
the following year It was 415,2^9!. that in the year 1778, 
628,6091. The minifter fatisfied the Houfe on this fubjca^ 
by faying, that the increafe was owing to their having fent fi< 
ihonths extraordthary provifions to prevent an/ accident, 
which niight arife frorti the delay, lofs, or capture of vidtual^ 
ing fliips, which occafiorl the total ruin of the army. 

In 1779, the article of ptdvifions is 803,190!. which isvtry 
near doubfc the fum vt>tedfof in 1776, and is by no means t6 
be- accounted for by any extraordinary feinfofcements fent to 
North America fmce that tihte. He ftMcd that the exigence of 
fre'^ght, armament^ &c. atteVidingth^ tratifpbrting thcfe' pro- 
vifions, amoufited to conliderably more than 400,000!. v^hich 
is nfiuch above fifty p€fr cent, and in fome years that perdcnt- 
agET was far higher : that taidng the provifions with this ad- 
ditional charge, they amounted to above i j2o^^©oot. which 
for 40,^00 men was above 36s. for each fofdie'r per anriirai : 
that out of this furfi thii ftoppage of 3!. i6s. per annum foir 
each man muft be deducted, and then it will appear that the 
nation pays, in the' articles of money and provifions for «ich 
foldicf, above fixty-fix- pounds fterling per annum ; befidas', 
and over and above his pay and cloathing, the ordnancei. tiib 
t/anfport fervtcb,- vrtiteh are amazingly high, &c. &c. &c. 

Het:oncluded Vith lAoving, ** that it appears to this com- 
imtiee, that the futrf of 1,580,027}. 2s. is itated in the paper 
prefented to* this-H^wfe', to have been applied to thefervir 
of hip Majefty'sltttdfortres in North America, from they 
of January, 1779, to the ift of February, 1780; of wh' 
fum no account whfttfoeVtr has been laid before Parliamr 
Thie-faid fum being oViir and above the pay, cloathing, j 
vrSen'Sg with the expc^cfcof freight and armament atten 
'*■-*•»'. ordnance, tranrportfemcejO^vs^XA^wt^^^^^x^en 

V 
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Indians, pay of certain general ar.d general-ftafFofHcers, pay of 
feveral commiflaries, and other allowances for the faid forces." 

Sir IVilllam. Howe faid a few words upon the method oh- 
lerved in drawing upon government for fupplies, and the 
accounting for the expenditure of the fame. 

Mr. Rohinfon enumerated the feveral quarterly warrants 
that had been received from America, ftating the expenditure 
of the money, and laid upon the table of the Honfc. Thefe 
warranis, which were the beft vouchers, that in the prefent 
fituation of the war could be procured, amounted to a very 
confiderable part *of the fum in the motion. 

Some converfation, confifting chiefly of queftion and an- 
fwer, took place between Colonel Barre, Mr. Robinfon, Mr, 
Cornwall, Sir William Howe, and Lord North, which it 
.would be difficult to follow minutely, but which in fubftance 
Vent to the manner of iffuingthe public money to the com- 
mander in chief on his requifitions; and he fent quarterly 
warrants in return, ftating the aSual expenditure of the 
money, but his accotmts ftill retnained unliquidated, as they 
could not undergo the courfe of exchequer, with all its em- 
barraflments and difficulties, for years to come. 

Thefe quarterly warrants up to March 1777, ^^^ ^^^" '^^^ 
upon thetable,agreeabletothcrequifitionof theHoufe,and the 
remainder to within the laft fix months, or thereabouts, were 
i^ady alfo to be laid upon the table, if they were called for. 

Mr. Rohinfon faid, that all the money in the accounts upon 
the table, ftated to be paid to Harley and Drummond, for the 
army in America, was not in faft deftined for that fervice ; 
50,ocol. had gone to Gibraltar, and 25,000!. to Minorca, by 
the laft fleet. 

Sir George Servile defired that the Houfe might have fomc 
Icfs contradiftory information of the expenditure of this mo- 
ney. — The accounts faid it was gone to America, and the. 
honourable gentleman to Gibraltar. He did not know the 
meaning of their conceal/henls. 

Lord North faid the warrant was iflued for the money in 
the name of Druinmond and Harley, in order to conceal the 
expedition from the enemy ; and the ftratagem had had its 
effcft ; for the Spanifh Admiral declared he had no reafon to 
believe that Sir George Rodr.ey's fleet was going into thofe 
fcas, and the warrant being expreffrd in this manner, it muft 
be fo laid before the Houfe. 

Mr. Cornwall entered into the argument, and faid that in 
either of the two propofitions, — ift, that there was a better 
means of accounting for the monev mxVv^Yvaitvd^^^ "Ocv^ ^^var 

Vol. XVII. t yswx^^^ 
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der in America, and he had not purfiied it ; or 2dly, that 
Treafury had it in their power to contrive a better and 
re fpeedy mode of liquidating his accounts, and did not do 
; in either of tiiefe propofii ions the motion in its full ex- 
it would be extremely proper ; but if neitKer of thefc prp^ 
jfitions Was founded in truth, then it would be highly im- 
roper to convey the cenfurc which was couched in the con- 
:lulioh of the motion. The bare ftateirlent of the faS, that 
fo much money had been fent to Anierica, for which Parlia*- 
rnent had no eftimate, was undoubtedly true, but this fafi 
needed not be attended with the warm colouring that etifued* 
Sir f^FilUum Howe explained the manner in which the com- 
mander in America accounted for the money, to (hew that he 
had it not in his power to expediate his liquidation \ and in 
doing this he ihewed, that though there was a comptroller, 
yet the whole detail of accounts came under the infpe£lion 
and controul of the commander. 

Mr. T. Townfljend 2LA\tnQd particularly to the very great 
impropriety of fnch a load being laid upon the mind of a Ge- 
neral in an aftive campaign^ and he wondered how it had 
been even conceived by the prefent miniftry, that in the heat 
of fervice, a commander in chief could be diverted from the- 
chief purpofe of the war, by the detail of accounts. 

General Conway thought the fyftcm exceedingly defeflive, 
and very irkfomc. In the laft war there had been a comp»- 
troller-general; who had been inverted with the fole charge 
of the accounts, and who had trahfmittcd regular vouchers 
monthly to the treafury. 

Mr. Cortiwall g^\t 2l detail of the fyftem of the commifla- 
riat eftablifhed laft war^ and which he faid arofe folelyfrtnti 
the circumftance of the comtnafider's being a fore'rgnier. He 
then gave a pidure of the difficulties and embarraffments cff 
an Exchequer ; and, in jiiftice to the officers lately returned 
from command in America, he faid they had come to the 
Exchequer, difdaining to take refuge in the forms of law 
and become amenable for the whole of the money iffiie 
through their hands. 

Mr. Burke was exceedingly irigenions in his commenta 
upon Mr. Cornwairs difficulties, and faid, that notwithftar 
ing them all, he thotight they would be nothing, if men W 
to come with a difpofitinn to encounter them.— He waf 
vere on the idea that men, who had been educated tn the 
chequer, vvere unable to get rid of the difficulties; and 
the maders in chancery wnere not fit to inftru6l them, a 
ud of ignorant men was to be fex w^, \c» dv'&fca.uchi 
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Honfe of Commons, and in one twelvemonth difpel the whole 
mafs of difficulty that had been accumulating fince the days 
of Henry VIII. He reverted to the queftion, and faid, all 
this was no anfwer to the people, when they demanded tp 
Icnow what was become of their money. 

Mr. Dentpfier rofe to fpeak, but the cry of queftion and 
withdraw was fo great, that he thought it prudent to fay, 
that it was indecent in gentlemen to prevent a member from 
giviug hjs opinion on a qudlion, and more fo to ftrivc to put 
jjt debate to an end in fo unfatisfadlory a manner. 

Mr. Clayton called him to order, and faid that any gentle- 
man had a right to order (Irangers to withdraw, and he ac* 
cordingly moved that the gallery be cleared. 

Sirani^ers were ordered out. 

The Houfe divided. 

Ayes 57. Noes 123. 

Colonel Barn then made the three following motions, 

That itappearstothis commiltee,that the fum of3,796,543U 
has been applied to the fervice of his Majefly's land forces iu 
North America, in the years 1775, 1776, 1777, and 1778, of 
which fum no fatisfafkion has been laid before Parliament. 
The faid fum being over and above the fums dated in the ac- 
counts for pay, cloathing, provifions, with the expence of 
freight and armament attending them ; ordnance, tranfport 
fervice, oats, blankets, expence of Indians, pay of certain 
general and ftafF officers, pay of feveral commiflarics, rum, 
and other allowances for the faid forces. — Negatived. 

That it is the opinion of this committee, that thepraftice 
of incurring and paying extraordinaries of the army, to fo 
large an amount, without either explanation or fatisfadlory 
account, and without authority of Parliament, is not war- 
ranted by precedent, is a dangerous invafion of the rights of 
this Ho'Jlc, and one of the grofs abufes in the expenditure 
of the public money, complained of in the petitions of the 
people. — Negatived, 

That it is the opinion of this committee, that the crea- 
tion of new, unncceifary, or finecure offices in the army, with 
confiderable appointments, is a pn^fufion of the public mo- 
ney, and the more alarming, as it tends to increafe the uh- 
conftitutional influence of the crown. — Withdrawn. 

The Houfe was up at half pad one o'clock. 
May 4. 

Soon after the Speaker had returned from the Houfe of 
Lords (where he had bc«n to attend the Lords commiffioncrs 
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empowered to give the royal affent to fuch bills as were ready} 
'and had taken his feat in the chair ; 

Lord Beauchamp brought up the report froin the committee 
appointed to enquire info a complaint dated the preceding 
evening, again II fome pcrfon who had wantonly altered the 
accounts prefentcd i6 the Houfe by the right honourable 
Thomas Harley. 

The report was read at the table, and purported, that the 
committee had enquired into the matter referred to them^ 
and that they found various alterations, which they ftated to 
the Houfe minutely. Some of them were very extraordi- 
nary, fuch as an aheration of the figures which expreded a 
charge of il. los. for porters, 5cc. forting and telling bags, 
and doing other bufinefs. This jl. los. was altered into 
761I. los. a charge of 2I. 2s. was changed into 151I. 2s. and 
various others in like manner. i 

His Lordfhip, as foon as the report was read, faid it 
did not appear to the committee that the alterations were 
made with any malicious defign to injure the right ho- 
nourable Alderman's charafter, but merely cut of fport and 
wantoniiefs. As a repetition of the fame wantonnefs might 
however produce very bad confequences, he thought it be- 
came the Houfe to come to fuch refolutions as fhould appear 
likely to prevent the repetition of fuch wantonnefs in 
future. His Lordfliip then made the three following 
motions : 

Firft, ** That it appears to this Houfe, that feveral alte- 
rations have been made by perfons unknown, in an account 
prefented to that Houfe on the 23d of March, 1779, by Mr. 
Alderman Harley, being* particulars of the feveral fums of 
money remitted, together with the charges and commiffion 
attending the fame from the 31(1 of May, 1774, to the 13th 
of March, 1778, both exclufive, for the ufe of his Majcf- 
ty's forces in America." 

Secondly, '* That it is highly criminal, and a breach of 
the privilege of this Houfe, for any perfons whatever to 
make any alterations in accounts prefented to this Houfe, 
without the fpccial order of the Houfe.'* 

Thirdly, " That the papers and accounts prefented to 
this Houfe be carefully preferved by the clerk in whofe 
cuftody they aie inlrufted, and that no perfon be permitted 
to take the fame from this Houfe under any pretence what- 
ever,- tind if ^ny perfon Ihall prefume to take any paper or 
accounts from the Houfe, l\ul x\\c fald clerk do forthwith 
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acquaint the fald Speaker, that the Houfe may be informed 
thereof." 

. Thefe refolutions were feverally put, and agreed to nemlne 
Cflntradicente, 

The order of the day being read for the Houfe to reftlve 
itfelf into a committee upon this bill, the Speaker left the 
chair, and Mr. Ord took his feat at the table. 

As foon as the fifft claufe was read by the chairman, as 
far as the blank to be filled up with the date, from which 
the bill was to be in force. 

Sir Grey Coaper propofed filling it up with the words " the 
asth of May.'* 

Sir James Lowther ^xo^okA to infert early in the claufe, 
a fentence exprefling that the tax of 63. per bulhel on malt 
ihould be the duty thrpughout England " excepting only, 
.in fuch counties, as ihould be thereafter excepted," mean- 
ing to infert a little lower in the bill, a claufe " excepting 
the counties of Cumberland and Weftmoreland from the 
6d, duty, and putting them on the fame footing as Scotland 
was intended to be put upon." 

This gave rife to the firft debate. 

Sir James opened it, by repeating his former arguments 
refpedling the poverty of the foil of the counties of Cum- 
berland and Weftmoreland, and ftaiing, that they produced 
as little good barley as aiiy part of Scotland, where barley or 
bigg, or bear was cultivated. 

The Solicitor General differed in opinion from Sir James, 
and entered into a defcripiion of the liate of the agriculture 
in thofe counties, declaring at the fame time, that he as much 
wifhed for favour to be (hevyn to thofe counties as the ho- 
nourable Baronet ; if the claufe palfed, Mr. Solicitor faid he 
fhould move that Northumberland be alfo fayoured in like 
manner. 

Sir James Lo%vther replied, and fgid the learned gentle- 
man, trom his profeflion, had not feen thofe counties fp 
much as he had ; that he knew places thirty-five miles 
from a market town, and that he knew barley grew on the 
l>orders of Scotland, and that a river, not bigger than thp 
table, parted the two kingdoms at one portion of the divifion 
.of Cumberland from the (hire of Dumfries, and the Scotch 
dyke at another. He had ridden acrofs the country, and 
through every part of it, and knew its ftate e^adlly, both 
jn point of inhabitants and produce. 

T3 Sir 
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)ir George Stfvtle faid, if they went into A gentral debate 
the parts that would be moft afFeiSled by the tax, he coold 

oduce affidavits, ftating that certain diftrids of the Weft 

iding of Yorkfliire, near Halifax, were inhabited by an 

icredible number of ma nu failure rs and their families, who 

/ere crammed together in a very narrow compafs, where 

hey could get no milk, the common frtod of every other 

part of the kingdom, and were obliged to feed their chiU 

dren with what they called pottage, being a little mixture 

of oatmeaj and fmall beer of their own brewing : thefe peo-r 

pie, Sir George faid, would be very greatly afFcfted by the 

tax, if it were laid in the manner intended, 

Srr Grey Cooper Ihewed the neceflity for inrtpofing the tax, 
contended that it was laid in the eafieft manner poflible, and 
faid, that every tax, as it would more or lefs opprefs fome 
individuals, would be complained of by fome perfons or 
other. He entered into the argument refpecEling the com"!- 
ties of England where poor barley was produced, as well ais 
in Scotland, and fhewed that it was highly neceflary to draw 
the line fomewhcre. He then went into a minute and nice 
detail of the exadl proportionate effeft of the tax on all 
ranks of people, pointing out with wonderful acairacy and 
precifion the arithmetical proportions of coft, which the 
new tax would entail on individuals of each defcription; als 
in order to do this corre£lly, he frequently had recourfe to 
manufcript accounts which he held in his hand— He was in- 
terrupted by 

Sir George JTovge, who declared, though the honourable 
Baronet had got his lefTon very well, and was faying it with 
great fmoothnefs, he mud interrupt him. 

Sir Grey Cooper did not relilh the word leflTon, and witTi 
great warmth faid he was doing his duty as a member of 
Parliament, a duty he owed his country, and which hb 
would difcharge faithfully. He clid not underftand faying 
a leffbn any more than the honourable Baronet, who had in- 
terrupted him in fo diforderly a manner. 

Sir TVilliam Meredith rofe to fpcak to order, and with great 
Jidroltnefs, contrived to cool the growing heat. He then re- 
TTobated the idea*of attacking in the detail, the parts of ? 
i)iU for laying a heavy burthen on the poor, which muft b 
•acceded to, though it ground the face of the poor, fo as t 
2aflFe£l every feeling mind. Sir William complained of tl 
Houfe not firft complying with the petitions of the peop' 

bcf( 
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befoce tbcy proceeded to add new ipifery by impofing new 
. burthens upon an already diftreflfed nation. 

Sir George Timge apologized for what he had faid, and 
made a (hort fpeech againft the bill in its then form, giv- 
. ing notice thax he Ihouid move to lower the tax in Eng- 
land. 

Sir Grey Cooper then thanked Sir William for having covcr- 
/cdhis retreat, and proceeded with his detail. 

Sir Edward AJiley warmly complained of the hardfliJp 
which the new tax would be upon the maltHers and the 
poor. 

Mr. 7*. Townjhend made a fliort fpeech againft laying 
> gny tax before the grievances of the people were' re- 
idircired. 

Several other gentlemen fpokc againft England's paying 
. fo an^ch and Scotland fo little. At length, 

Lord North faid the tax was necetfary, that it was not x>p- 

preiTivey that no other diftindion was made in favour of 

. Scotland than had been made by the former a<S ; tiiat the 

line mutt be drawn fome where, and that it would be very 

unwife to make any further local exceptions. He ftated 

- the encouragement for complaining againii: the tajJes, which 

thofe in the country but too generally received from their 

fuperiors, and faid he had h^ard of tlic old fable of the 

man getting the better of the lion, which was Ihewn 

ito a lion, and when that royal beaft was a(ked, how 

. it happened that the man (hould get the better ? the lion 

was faid to have anfyvcred, that the reafon was, the fculp- 

ture was the work of a man. This fable, his JLordlhip 

laid, bad been induftrioufly circulated, and had tended not 

a little to enflame the minds of people who had been taught 

£rom it the declaration, that the reafan why the taxes opi 

. prefled the poor, and not the gentlemen, was, becaufe the 

gentlemen laid the taxes. I'he fa6t, his Lordlhip declared, 

was not fo. Gentlemen laid the taxes equally, and the only 

.'xcafon of any apparent difference, was the neceffity of the 

cafe, and the n^eceflity of keeping the excife officers out of 

. private houfes. 

'^hc committee divided on the amendment, when the nurri- 
bers were 

Ayes 35. Noes 118. 

They then proceedled on the exemption pf Scotland, and 
. -Sir George Tonge moved, that England Ib^uld only pay fd. 
p^r bulhel. 

T4 After 
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After a long debate, in which Sir Grey Cooper, the Lord 
Advocate, Sir Edward Aftley. Mr. Sawbridge, Mr. Char- 
teris, Mr. J. Johnftone, Lord Frederick Campbell, Sir 
Thomas Frankland, Mr. T. Townftiend, Sir George Sa- 
vile. Colonel Hartley, Mr. Whitbread, Mr. Baker, Lord 
Irnham, and Sir Adam Fergufon, took part, Sir Philip 
Jennings Clerke moved by way of amendment, that Eng- 
land ihould pay only three-pence per buftiel additional 
duty. 

The injuftice of any partiality in favour of Scotland, and 
its ability to bear the burti^enof the fix-pence per bufliel, was 
argued and infifted on by ine gentlemen who fppke for the 
amendment, while the inability of Scotland to pay the tax 
was as ftrenuoufly maintained by the gentlemen who fpokc 
againft it. 

Sir Thomas Franlland loudly infifted on it that the poverty 
of. Scotland was a tax on England. That if Scotland did 
rot grow as good barley as we did, the Scotch fent twenty 
thoufand beafts into England to fatten, horned beafts, he faid, 
and black cattle, which they fold, and took all the money back 
to their own country. 

Lord Irnham faid, the Scotch brewed as fine ale at Glaf- 
gow, as ever he drank in England ; and that they exported a 
great deal of it to Ireland, where alfo he had frequently 
drank it. 

Mr. Charteris faid it was very true, but that fort of beer 
was not the common beverage of Scotland. He acknowledg- 
ed that they could brew as fine fwelling malt liquor as ever 
the learned Lord, who on a former occafion had ufed the 
phrafe, could wifli /or, but that it would take twice the 
quantity of malt to make it. 

Sir Ji/am Fergufon faid, that Scotland had a right to the drf- 
tinSion made by the former a£t, and intended to be made now. 
That the whole qucftion turned upon fadts. If it took twice as 
much Scotch malt to brew the fame fort of beer as it would 
take of Englifti malt, and that it did, he declared as a man 
of honour, he was convinced moft fatisfadorily and fully, it 
was a matter of juftice, and not a matter of favour to 
Scotland, that only half the Englifh duty fbould be paid by 
that country. 

Mr. Sawbridge faid the Houfe was proftituted, and he ex- 
pe6ted no ^ood from that Parliament. He complained of 

the 
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ihe injuftice done to the people by impofing new taxes, and 
fufFering the produce of thofe taxes to go into the hands of 
thofe.whohad ruined the country, before any of the pub- 
lic grievances were red re fled. 

The queftion being put on the amendment, it was car- 
ried in the negative. — The whole claufe as filled up by Sir 
Grey Cooper, was put and divided upon ; 

Ayes 125 Noes 39 

It was then moved, that the chairman l^vc the chair, and 
report a progrcfs. The queftion was put and negatived. 

Air. PFhitbread faid he hoped a claufe would be infertcd, 
to prevent the Scotch from importing Englifh barley and 
brewing it into beer, to export to Ireland at half the malt- 
ing duty, that the Englilh brewer exported beer at to Ire- 
land. 

The Lord Advocate faid, as the barley muft be exported 
and carried to Scotland in winter, the length of the voyage, 
from uncertainty of weather, would fpoil the barley, there- 
fore it was not to be feared. 

This was denied, and gave rife to another debate. 

Lord George Cavendljh faid, to his knowledge, barley was 
carried by fea, from Suflex and Hampfliirc, to the ports of 
Lancafliire, and there made into malt. 

Mr. Whithread faid, as good barley grew near Burlington 
as in any part of England, aiid it was but a (hort voyage from 
thence to Leith. 

At length there being no queftion before the Houfe on 
this point, Sir Grey Cooper faid, if any honourable gentle- 
man chofe it, he might move for a bill on the report. 

The next claufe taken into confideration was that which 
cnafted, that the duty ihould be impofed upon the prefent 
ftock in hand of the maltfter. 

Sir Grey Cooper moved that a duty of 6d. per buftiel be laid 
on the ftock in hand of maltfters in that part of Great Bri- 
tain called England, and 3d. per bnfticl on the ftock in hand 
of the maltfters in Scotland, the faid duty to be charged on 
their ftock in hand on the 25th inftant. 

Sir Jofcph Mawbey argued the unfairnefs of impofing the 

duty upon the ftock in hand pf maltfters, while in the duft, 

defcribing to the committee, what the nature of malt in the 

. duft Was, and ftating, that it had in it the dirt, or coom, as 

' it was termed, which formed a confiderable portion of it, 

and which was removed from it, when it was fcreened, and 

' always prior to its being rendered fit for fale j in which 

ftate 
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ftate only he contended, it ought to be made chargeable witii 

\duty. Sir Jofeph concluded his fpeech with raoving, as an 

. amendmcMt to an early part of the cbufe, the inferiion of a 
fcnitence, which ordained, " that on n}€afuring fuch part of 

. the inaltfters* (lock in hand as ihould be in theduft, an allow, 
jinee of one tenth proportion fhould be made the maltfter, 
on account of the dirt or coom, which from its unicreened 
ftate, would be mixed with the malt." 

Sir Grey Coopv faid, the amendment proposed by 4he ho- 
nourable Baronet, was totally a new matter, and that no 

-Uich matter was heard of w^en the laft a£l for imposing a 
Aity on mah was in-agitation, the maltfters at that time not 
thinking it worth their while to urge apy fuch requeft to 
ifee HouCb. 

After the claufe had been fpoken to by other gentlemen, 
^kt qiieftion was put upon the amendment, and negatived 

. without a divifion. 

Mr;. Whiibread aflced when the duty on the ftock in hand 
was meant to be colleded ? 

Sir Grey Ceoper faid they were not corne to that claufe yet ; 
H was the next ; that the old a6l gave a month from the 
4time oi charging the fiuty, he meant to move the fame time 
now. 

At length the chairman proceeded to read ihe claufe on- 
wards, and when he came to the end of it, 

Mr. Baker rofe, and dated that the maltfters in general 

ghad large llocks.in hand, that they had drained their capital 
»nd their credit to provide thofe large llocks ; that (as they 
could not expeS to fell their ftocks at once, and had no 
likelihood of receiving back any part of the money which 
they would be out of pocket, provided they paid the new 
duty immediately, oj, within a fhort time, after it was 
charged), it would be a hardfhip upon the whole trade, and 
perhaps the ruin of many, if a reafonable time was not al- 
lowed then^ for the payment of the duty ; he therefore 
moved, that fome additional words ihould be added to the 
claufe, putting off the payment for four months ; namely, 
to the 25th of September next. 

Lord North rofe and faid, if the ftocl^ in hand of the 
.maltfter was not charged with the duty, it would be impofing 
a tax on a part of the public for the benefit of the maltfters, 
and not upon the public equally. His Lordihip added, that 
the time allowed by the prefent bill for the payment of .the 

.duty on the ftock in hand, was much Qiore in favpur of 

the 
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the maltfters and brewers, than the time given by the for- 
mer aft, tor in that cafe the duty was propofed on the ftock 
in hand in the middle of January, and the adl took place 
-and was in force on the 8th of February, and then a month 
was givfcn for the payment of the duty on the ftock in hand* 
The intention of charging the duty on the ftock in hand now, 
had been announced to the public above fix weeks, and as 
the charge was only to be made on the ftock in hand on the 
a5th inftant, and a month was to be then given for the 

Eayment of the duty, as before, the maltfter undoubtedly 
ad a very great advantage from the loofcnefs of the prefent 
" bill, and of the manner of pafling it into a law, if fuch it 
ihould become. With regard to what the honourable gentle- 
tnan had faid of the great ftocks in the hands of the malt- 
fters at prefent, he could not quite adopt that opinion, hav- 
ing pretty good information, that it was not, generally 
fpcaking, the cafe, and knowing, as every gentleman muft 
know, that (be maltfter had enjoyed an opportunity of dilX 
pofing of that ftock, to lingular advantage, for fome weeks, 
«nd that he would enjoy the like advantage, for fome weekc 
to come. His Londlbip faid further, that he thouglit if the 
trill had not been fo long in paffing, the maltfters and the 
brewers would ncverthelefs be able to dip their hands imnje- 
drately into the public purfe, and to derive confiderable be- 
nefit previous to the period of payment for the ftock in 
liand. 

Mr. Whitlnad rofe upon the latter expreflion, and afked 
«i what manner he could poftibly dip his hand into the public 
purfe, when he had only fevcn weeks* credit from the excife 
office. He declared he was as ready to pay immediately, as 
to enjoy the advantage which the .noble Lord erroneoufljr 
thought fo great. Mr. Whitbread went into a defcription 
of the hardlhip upon the maltfter, in cafe he was obliged 
to pay the duty upon his ftock in hand within a month after 
it Has charged, and ftiewed that there was no fallacy in the 
defcription, by circumftantially ftating the nature of the 
maltfter's bufinefs, the feafon in which the malt was made, 
ihe time of the brewer's becoming the maltfter's cuftomer, 
of his wetting the malt, and the credit given to the brewer 
"by the maltfter. He urged the noble Lord in the blue rib- 
bon, to take the matter into his confideration, and not to in- 
fift on terms which would probably do more harm to the 
public revenue, as well as injury to the malting trade, than 
fhe noble Lord ceuld-poflibly imagine* He concluded with 

afkin£ 



'^84 PARLIAMENTARY A. i7»o. 

afking why a Idnger time might not be allowed the maltftcr 
to pay for his (lock in hand, and why the amount of the duty 
might not be colledled by inftallments? 

Mr. Mayor enforced the arguments of Mr. Whitbread, 
and declared, that to his knowledge the maltfters of the town 
which he had the honour to reprefent, and in its neighbour- 
hood, had not difpofed of a handful of malt this year, and 
that they had no chance of felling to a^ny advantage till Sep- 
tember; and then, as it was the cuftom to give the brewer 
fix weeks credit, the firft of the draw-back the malifter 
would receive would be in November. He aflerted that the 
tax was laid on a linking market, which made the cafe ftill 
harder, and he very forcibly defcribed the fevere efFeft the 
•bill muft neceffarily have upon the maltfter, if it were fo 
worded, that he ihould be obliged to pay a very large fum in 
a month upon his ftock in hand, which money there was no 
chance of his getting back again but by driblets, and the 
whole of which, it was impoffible for him to receive for fix 
jmonths at leaft. He termed it an unfair advantage takea 
by government of the neceflities of the times, and faid, it 
vras not only an oppreflion of the whole malting trade, but 
xnuft inevitably ruin the little maltfters, who could not pof- 
fibly ftand the fhock, the bill, if paffed into an aft, would 
naturally give their credit. He aifcrted, that it was for this 
jeafon he had on the day the bill was read a firft time, pro- 
pofed a different mode of laying the tax, viz. that of allowing 
the maltfter the drawback on his producing vouchers from the 
public brewers, of the malt fold them, inftead of allowing 
the drawback on the beer. 

Lord North rofe and faid, he was very far from wifhing to 
opprefs the malting trade, or any other trade. That as the 
prefent was only an additional tax, and no new cafe, he had 
been governed by the laft bill, and he had already ftated ,to 
the cortimittee, that the maltfters now, from the loofe man- 
ner of pafting the prefent bill,, would have cbnfiderably greater 
advantages than the maltfters of that day enjoyed. So far, 
however, was he from being inclined to impofe a hardfliip 
on any defcription of the fubjedis, in the mode of laying 
cither a new or an additional tax, that as far as material con^ 
fiderations of revenue would allow him, he was always ready 
to liften to every propofal.for the alleviation of the burthen, 
and now, if a rcafonable allowance could be pointed out for 
the payment of the duty on the maltfter's ftpck in hand, he 
was as willing as the grcatcft friends of the malt trade could . 

be, 
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be, that fiich an allowance (honld be given. Of all he 
heard on the fubjed, the propofition thrown out by the ho- 
nourable gentleman who fpcke laft but one, appeared to him 
the mod reafonable, viz. the taking the payment by inftall- 
ments, and, therefore, if the dividing it into three payments, 
at the diftance of one month each, would be accepted, he 
had no objc<5lion to adding a provifo to the chufe, itating, 
thatfuch (hould be the manner in which the duty on the ftock 
in hand, to be charged on the 25th infiaut, fhould be 
celleded. 

Colonel Hartley rof^ to enforce Mr. Baker's propofition, 
as what would prove ftill more agreeable to the maltfters; it 
was, he thought, no more than reafonable, confidcring the 
circumftances of the cafe. He aflured the committee, that 
the honourable gentleman, his worthy colleague and he, had 
been applied to, both perfonally, and by letter, complaining 
of the bad efFe(9s of the tax, even already, before it was laid ; 
he faid, he had himfelf heard from the maltfters about New- 
bcry, Reading, and the country between thofc towns and 
Abingdon, who informed him, that as foon as the tax was 
heard of, barley fell 2s. a quarter, and that malt had fallen 
in proportion, by which they could not fell any of their malt 
without being very great lofers. 

Mr. JVhitbread rofc again, and after enforcing the defcrip- 
tions vvhich he and others had given of the ftate of the malt 
trade at prefcnt, faid he hoped the noble Lord would make 
the three inftallments extend to four months, viz. the firft 
payment to be made at the end of two, the fecond at the end 
of three, and the third and laft at the end of four months. 

Sir Grey Cooper rofe and re-ftated the difference between 
the time of pafling this aft and putting it in force, and the 
time of pafling the laft aft, (hewing, that though the malt 
tax was then fuggefted to the committee of fupply in Decem- 
ber, the idea of taking the duty on the ftock in hand was not 
thought of then, nor was it mentioned in that Houfe till the 
middle of January, and yet the aft was in force the 8th of 
February; he hoped, therefore, that the hrft inftallment 
would be to be paid at the end of one month, the fecond at 
the end of two, and the third at the end of three. 

He concluded with moving in form, that there be inferted 
in that part of the bill, certain words tending to exprefs, 
•* that the ftock in hand be charged with the new duty of 6d. 
per bufliel in England, and 3d. per buftiel in Scotland, and 

that 
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that one third of the amount of the faid duty be paid on the 
25th of June, a fecond third on the 25th of July, and the laft 
and third on the 25th of Auguft." 

Mr. Ord in putting this motion, as it was generally agreed 
to, read it rather quick, and inftead of the 25th at Auguft, 
mentioned the 25th of September, and decided the <}ueftion 
by faying, *'-the ayes have it," before any of the members, 
who immediately called out *' the 25th of Auguft," could 
make themfclves heard ; before he fat down, however, or had 
put the motion out of his hand, an obvious majority joiDe4 
in faying, <* the 25th of Auguft!'* " the 25th of Auguft!" 

Sir janies Ltpwther inftantly got up, and infifted upon it^ 
that the qucftion-was put and carried for ** the 25th of Sep* 
tcmber,'* and that the committee had no power to alter it, 
but muft report it fb to the Houfe. 

Several members argued upon the unfairnefs of taking ad- 
^rantage of an accidental error of the chairman, who had the 
motion in his hand, at the time he put the queftion> wiiich 
motion exprefsly ftated the 25th of Auguft. 

Sir y^Jeph Mawbey endeavoured to perfuade the committee, 
that it was as well to let it go for the 25th of September^ 
arguing that it was not worth the noble Lord's while to.ftand 
for a fingle month, and fupporting Sir James Lowther in hi$ 
pofition, that the queftion was carried and determined upon, 
and that it would be impofmg on the Houfe tp report it in 
any other words than thole which the chairman had delivered 
originally, 

Mr. Baker, with that fairnefs and liberality which ever 
mark a manly mind, faid, that though he wiflied rather to 
have the third payment made on the 25th of September than 
on the 25th of Auguft, and though the chairman had faid 
September inftead of Auguft, he would fcorn to attempt to 
take advantage of an obvious arid an accidental error. Moft 
certainly the fenfe of the committee was, before the motion 
was piit into the hands of the chairman, that the 25th of 
June, the 25th of July, and the 2,5th of Auguft, fhould be 
the days of payment, and the honourable Baronet who made 
the motion had exprefsly ftated thofe days. Thofe therefore 
who endeavoured to wreft an oppofite meaning from the mere 
error of the chairman, in putting the^qu^ftion, .an ^rror no 
fooner committed than it was rectified, were, in his opinion* 
thofe who were atteniptine to impofe upon the Houle, and 
difgrace the c®mmittee. Clearly the motion was for the 251^ 
lifAuguti, it ought therefore to be put again, and not reported 

to 
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to the Houfe diiTcrently from the intended refolution of the 
committee. 

Sir Jtjeph Mawbey warmly anfwered the idea of his attempt- 
ing to impofe on the Houfe, and faid the lionoorable gen- 
tleman was miftaken, it was he andthofe that were willing 
to alter a queftion, after it had been put and decided upon, 
that were erideavouring to impofe on the Houfe. 

Mr. Or<f read the motion, andalfured the committee, the 
midake was his own entirely, declaring that the motion was 
properly worded for the 25th of Auguft/ 

Lord North faid there need be no difficulty in the cafe ; that 
the matter waseafily re£lified, it was only putting the queftioQ 
again, and taking thefenfe of the committee upon it. « 

Sir James Lowther infifted oh it, that the fenfe of the com- 
mittee had been taken, and that it mnft be fo reported to the 
Houfe; and thea if the Houfe thought proper, it might be 
ahered on the report. 

An altercation took place on this point, which continued 
near half an hour. Sir George Savile, Sir Adam Fergiifon, 
J&\x Herbert Mackworth, Lord Frederick Campbefi, Sir 
JRichard Sutton, Mr. Whitworth, and Sir Grey Cooper, 
arguing on one fide, and contending that the queftion put by 
the chairman, was not the quedion propoied; and as he 
could not put any queftion from himfelf, that in fa£l the 
queftion which had been propofed had not been yet put and 
decided upon, and therefore it rauft ncceffarily be put to the 
connnittce; Sir James Lowther rifing to anfwer each, and 
tenaciqufly maintaining that the committee had determined 
the queftion, that it was out of their power to cure the mif- 
take, but that if the forms of the Houfe were not violated, 
they muft report it to the Houfe, and the Houfe might 
alter it. 

Mr. Baker declared, if fo unfair an advantage was deter- 
mined to betaken, he fhould hold himfelf bound in honour 
to rife on the report, and move to amend the refolution, t^y 
omitting the words " i^x)^ of September," and infertingthe 
words ** 25th of Auguft.*' 

At length Sir Jofeph Mawbey agreed, that the fenfc of the 
Committee had not been taken on the right motion, and Mr. 
Ord repeating that the miftake was his. Sir James relaxed^ 
and fuffered Mr. Ord to put it^gain, when he read it diftindly 
as it was worded, viz. for the 25th of June, July, and Auguft, 
and the committee agreed to it. 

Sir Grey Cooper then informed the committee, that the next 
daufe was that for the allowance to the public bt^'v^\> -wA 
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muft be altered, he would therefore proceed no further, but, 
wiih the confent of the committee, would move, " that the 
chairman leave the chair, report a progrefs, and aflc leave to 
fit again.*' Qiieftion put and carried, 
Rofe at half after eleven. 

May 5. 
General Conway began his fpeech with apologizing for his 
attempting a tafk, which would much more fitly have been 
undertaken by many other gentlemen in that Houfe, of 
fuperior abilities to himfcjf; all he could pretend to, in 
jullification of what he was about to offer to the co|;ir!deration 
of the Houfe, was a moft deep-rooted forrow for the cala- 
mities and diftreffes which afflifted his country, an anxious 
zeal to relieve that country fromthofecalamitiesand diflrefles, 
and a thorough convicftion that nothing could contribute fo 
-effeftually to that end, fan end which every man who loved 
Great Britain, and who remembered her former profpcrity, 
and her prefent misfortunes, mi^ft wifh for as ardently as he 
did,) as peace with America. A ray of hope that peace 
might be brought about, and that the prefent was of all 
others the moment fitteft for attempting it, had, he faid, 
broke in upon him. He then proceeded to flate to the Houfe, 
that he had endeavoured^ to mould and model his ideas oil the 
fubjeS, that they were fhaped into a bill, and in drawing 
that, he had ftudioufly avoided touching upon any topic 
likely to prove contentious, or to challenge and give room for 
objedion. He faid, as he had no perfonal motive whatever, 
he had no defire to look to matters retrofpeftlvely, or to ufe 
arguments which carried in them any thing invidious, or 
tvhich had the appearance even of the leaft blame ; his defire, 
his anxious wifh was to put an end to the prefent melancholy 
fituation of our affairs, and to attenpt to reftore us to a more 
comfortable and a more promifing profpe6t. He was flimu- 
lated t6 undertake this juft at prefent, from two powerful 
motives : the one, the necellity of peace with America on our 
part, from various confiderations; the other, the defire and 
the readinefs, which he was inclined to believe, would be 

' Ihewn by America to make peace with us, provided we took 
fuch preliminary fteps asihould de undeniably convincing to 
America, that we did not mean to deceive her, but were 
really and fincerely difpofed, to put an end to the war, and to 

' make peace on fuch conditions as fhould fecure to the colo- 
nies the full polfcflion of liberty, and thofe blelTmg^ which 
belonged to a free conftitution. 

The 
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The General then went into an inveftigation of the Ame- 
rican war, and faid it had its origin in the proceedings of that 
dark committee, which fat fifteen year§ ago, in that Houfc at 
midnight, and like a parcel of black confpirators were laying 
the foundation for all the difgrace that had fince befallen ns, 
and all the diftrefs, all the mifery which America and this 
country had fufFered, and firfF;^red at that moment. That 
committee in an evil hour took up the foolifh idea, he might 
fay the fatal idea, of obtaining a revenue from the colonies, by 
. taxing thoffc in that Houfe, who were not reprcfented in it. 
He had, he thanked God, oppofed the meafure at the time, 
forefeeing the probable confequences, and warning the com- 
mittee, but in vain, of thofe confequences. Unfortunately his 
8 redid ions had proved too true, and we had proceeded ftep by 
ep, from error to error, till we had brought upon us the pre- 
fent load of debt and difficulties. As if we had been deter- 
mined to make the Americans rebels, whether they would or 
no, a cry of independence had been raifed, early in the courfe 
of the difpute between the two countries, and a clamour had 
prevailed within thofe walls, to prove that independence was 
the fole original aim of America. This clamour could not 
have began, much lefs could it have been increafed till the 
Americans liftcned to it, and gave way to it, had the petitions 
fent over fome years fince by the colonies, long before they 
took up arms, been properly attended to. He would read a 
fe»v extracts from the firil petition, and froln that delivered 
by Mr. Penn, for he had dived into every fource of infor- 
mation, that he could poflibly find, to make himfelf maftcr of 
the fubjeft, and he found none more fatisfaclory than the pe- 
titions he alluded to, becaufe they were explicitly and truly 
the language of the whole people of America, authentically, 
formally, and conftitutionally brought before the people of 
Great Britain. He then read the extrads, which contained 
an earneii prayer, that his Majefty and his Parliament would* 
examine into and redrefs the grievances that America labour- 
ed under, declaring in the mo(t loyal, ^ffedionate, and duti- 
ful terms, that by fo doing, harmony"" would inftantly be re- 
ttored between the two countries, and that America had the 
moft perfed confidence in the wifdom and goodnefs of the 
King, Lords, and Commons. This petition, the general 
faid, had been treated as a piece of wafte paper, as a matter 
fignifying nothing, and had been brought into that Houfe 
amidft an indiftinguifhed heap of other papers. Thus, by 
our own criminal inattention to a moffi dutiful and loyal peti- 
tion, was all America forced to attempt to r\?J\l\Vv5.tc&XN^%^ 
' roL.XVII. M ^^ 
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but he was fure when they firft began refiftance, they had no 
idea whatever of aiming at independence. He did not mean 
by this to infer, that there was not fome fqw mad and ab- 
furd people, of fmall note and ipferior charafters, who were 
influenced chiefly by a view to their own intereft, and hoped 
to attain it by bringing about independence ; in a great and 
cxtenfive country like Amprica, there might be fome fuch 
perfons, and he fliould be more mad and more abfurd, than the 
moft mad and the mod abfurd of thefe fpeculatifts, if he 
CQuld, for a moment, imagine that there were not. Why 
then, what had followed after the refiftance of America com- 
menced ? Inftantly the law led the way, and forced us ftill 
deeper into error and into mifchief. The queftion then was 
not how to accommodate the difference, and how to get back 
to peace and quiet again ; but conquefl and fubmifl!ion were 
held up by grave men, and men of the firft profefl5onal cha- 
raSers; we were to plunge into blood, the Rubicon was paf- 
fed, the fword was drawn ; if you don *t kill them, they'll kiJl 
you — that was the language of the day, and thus the law fol- 
lowed by thofe reverend minifters of a religion which taught 
peace, which enforced brotherly love and affeflion, and 
which he had ever imagined pointed to other objefts than po- 
litical fury, war, deftru£lion, and bloodfhed, egged us on 
through all the variety of meafures which had marked and 
difgraced our annals, fpreading devaftation and flaughter in 
America, draining us at home of our men and money, and 
rendering us objeds of horror in the eyes of all Europe. The 
reverend bench had led this dance, and it might truly be faid- 
it was the dance of death. The bench had much to anfwer 
for, to their country and to their confciences ; they had pro^ 
voked the enquiry of the pnblick, which fooner or later they 
might wilh had not happened. Such provocation was a mat- 
ter very unwife at leaft, becaufe the more it was examined, in 
all probability, the convidion would be ftronger, that the re- 
verend Lords, afting as Peers of Parliament, weie the rotten 
part of the conftituiion. From this war, which now every 
one man living, let his political fentimerits be what they 
would, damned and condemned, we had been drawn into a 
Ivar with bo'h branches of the Houfeof Bourbon ; we now 
therefore flood with an immenfe increafe of debt on our 
fhoulders j at war with America, with France, and Spaioi 
without a fingie ally, without a fingle, power our friend ; on 
the contrary, every one of the foreign powers, great as well as 
fmall, a6ting either diredlly or indiredly in a manner inimi- 
eal to ourintcrdXs'^ even the Uule Lubcckcrs, the Dantzick- 
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crs, and the town of Hamburgh, againft us ! What was 
worfe, Holland, our natural aWy, adverfe to our intereft, and 
refiifing the leaft affiftance. We were therefpre turned out 
for the hunt, like the ftricken deer, deferted and abandoned by 
all the herd. Let gentlemen, let the Houfe for a moment 
ferioufly refleft on this, and let them aflc thcmfelves whether a 
peace with America was not an objefl: to be attained at any 
rate, and worth bidding for at any price* 

While fuch was our fituation, however, it was not to be 
fuppofed that the Americans were upon a bed of rofes ; moft 
certainly they were not ; and it was from a confideration of 
their prefent diftrefs, and from other circumftances which he 
would mention, that he faw a ray rf hope that peace might 
be brought about, and that it was juft at that prefent moment 
that a fit opportunity offered for laying a foundation for it. 
The General then went into a review of the progrefs of af- 
fairs in America, their prefent fituations and difficulties. He 
afcribed their alliance with France to our having forced them 
to the neceflity of making it. He faid the Americans were 
from nature, from habit, from language, from religion, na- 
turally adverfe to the French, and from long connexion, and 
old and laudable prejudices, much inclined towards this coun- 
try. They had now found that their great and good ally 
was not the friend they expefted. They naturally detefled 
the name of a King, and preferred a republic to an abfolute 
monarchy. They had an iramenfe debt, which France did 
not'feem inclined to affift them in the payment of. France fent 
them foldiers, which they could not bear among them, and 
thecondudl of Count d'Eftaing at Savannah opened their 
eyes to the inflruftions and defigns of their great and good 
ally. Their paper currency was deprecated to fuch a degree, 
that forty of their paper dollars were fold for one filver dollar 
of 4s. 6d. value. 1 hey had this year lately ordered an emif- . 
fion of 15000 dollars a month. Let gentlemen think of the 
immenfe burthen. The majority of them groaning beneath 
the tyranny of thofe who had got the power into their hands, 
and ardently wifliiiig for a reftoration of the old form of go- 
vernment. Their antiy both ill paid, and worfe cloathed. 
So diftrelfed had their army been laft year, he was well in- 
formed, that they were reduced in a march, though every 
means was ufed to obtain and to coerce provifion, to a fmall 
portion of peas per diem for fom6 days together. From all 
thefe circumftances, therefore, it was evident that they were 
not upon a bed of rofes. And as a proof that they were uot 
fo zealous in the caufe they had embaxV^di \ti, us Xva.^ X^^^ww 
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defcribcd, he read an extraft ffom h letter, written over to 
France from America, from a man of great abilities, who was 
fent to America by his court a few years fince, for the pur- . 
pofe of enquiring into the ftate of the country, and the con- 
dition, temper, inclinations, &c. of the Americans. This - 
Frenchman in his letter obferved, that more enthufiafniin the 
caufe of liberty was to be met with in a cofFecThoufe at Paris, 
than could be met with in any part of America,- 

In the courfe of his fpeech the General faid, the Americans 
were fo right, and fo juftifiable in the beginning of their dif- 
putes with us, and we were fo manifeftly wrong, that he was 
with thera in principle ; he had been an American till they 
had joined with France and Spain, the natural foes of the 
mother country, and he then became a Briton again. His 
wifti therefore was to put an end to the war with America, 
the better to enable us to carry our arms fuccefsfuUy againft 
the Houfe of Bourbon. He exprelfed a belief, that France 
was much the worfe for the war, and Spain had fufFered con- 
fiderably by it, both thofe powers more than we had, as far as 
regarded them. Having dated this, at^d a great variety of 
other particulars, he at length came to a confideration of the 
motion he had to offer> and the bill which he meant to move 
for leave to bring in, framing his ideas and moulding them in- 
to the (hape of a bill ; he faid, he had turned his attention to 
all the meafures for conciliation with America, tlfat had been 
fuggefted, as well thofe that had been propofed and rejeSed, 
as thofe which had been propofed and adopted. He mentioned, 
the conciliatory bill of Lo/d North, the commiffion bill, and 
the bill propofed by the late Earl of Chatham. The latter, 
he faid, he had made the chief model of that he meant to pro- 
pofe : not tha,t he had gone all the length that Lord Chatham 
went ; the times were altered much fince that period, and 
every man muft accommodate his political meafures to the 
times, and to the pallions, the temper, and the bias of the 
minds of thofe on whom his meafures were intended to ope- 
rate, otherwife he would be an idle fpeculatift, and would ne- 
. rer find his meafures praSicable. Lord Chatham had made 
the foundation of his bill, an exprefs condition that America 
ihould admit the fovereignty of Great Britain, and every af- 
fembly fhould furnilh a certain quota towards the. public reve- 
nue. He was aware if fuch language was to be held out to 
America now, America would laugh in our face, and treat 
thofe who ihoul.! hold it, with as little cerertjony as flie had 
treated the commiffioners Cent out in 1778. The great aim 
of the bill was to do fomtiVuiv^ cttvivtv^ xo cownajwcr kcotska 
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of our fincerity, and to put it on her to claim the benefit of 
k, by givrng her a right to daim it whenever flie concluded 
ji CQQcitiatory agreement with his Majefty ; the titie of it was, 
i ^* AJbili for quieting the troubles that have for fome time 
fiibfifted between Great Britain and America, and enabling 
hh Majefty to fend out commiffioners, with full power td 
treat with America for that purpofe." 

In candour, he faid, he would read the bill he intended to 
bring in, (if leave fhou^d be given him by the Houfe,) from 
9H^icb they would be better able to fee at one view what his 
intention was, than they could learn it from all he had been 
Aly»fTg; • He then read thebill. In the preamble, it reminded 
AmtAc3i of the nature of her alliances, by mentioning deiT- 
potic ;and popiih powers. It then proceeded to enaS, that 
.|lie.tea<a£^, the Bofton port aft, the tonnage aft, thc^nter- 
COH^fc aft, and every other aft America had complained of, 
Aauld be repealcfi, awd trial by jury, the poft office, the 
admiralty courts, &!c. reftored, from the moment that Ame- 
rica .tlaimed fuch a benefit, on the conclufion of a treaty of 
Kace and conciliation with his Majefty ; and it authorized 
his Majefty to fend out commiffioners, With full powers to 
tOMLt with the colonies. 

^ .Having read it, the General faid he was neither fo mad nor 
foobftinateas to be attached to the wording of the preamble, 
prof the reft of the bill, or to any part of it, as to refufc* to 
^ve way to better words or wifer claufes, Ihould the Houfe 
firopofe either the one or the other ; he only begged them to 
Keceiye it, to alter it, add to it, diminifh it ; new mould it, 
take the bad out of it, and keep only what was good in it ; in 
ihokitodowith it juft what they plea fed, provided they agreed 
to fomething upon thefaine principle. His objefts w^re to 
jpcunite the two countries, and by rejoining the diftrafted 
^parts of the empire, to add again to the ttrengih of the whole, 
to affift our trade by reviving commerce with America, to 
finable us to carry on a vigorous and fuccefsful war againft 
France and Spain, our natural enemies ; in a word, to reftore 
iappinefs at home, and procure us glory abroad. This great 
end he thought might be attained, by fomething like the bill 
he had propofed, and therefore he threw it upon the Houfe, 
Xo aft juft as they (houldthink proper fefpeftiiig it. 

Lord Nugent rofe and declared, that from what the right 
'honourable gentleman had faid of his bill, in the latter part 
of his fpeech, he would fccond his motion. He approved 
Jiighly of the principle of the bill, though be did not like all 
it contained. As the right honourable gentleman therefore. 
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had faid he gave the bill to the Houfe to mould and (hape it as 
they pleafed, he was ready to accept it on thofe tenns. His 
^ordfliip then made a loofe fpeech on the ftate of our affairs, 
not only as they regarded America, but as they referred to 
the temper of the European powers. He painted our fitua-r 
tion as alarming, and faid peace with America was certainly 
a very defirable objeft. It was true we were without an 
ally, nay, what was worfe, there was an armed neutrality 
in Europe, thofe who refufed to aflift us, arming themfelves 
very powerfully to defend that neutrality, which contrary to 
treaties, they infifted on maintaining. 
.The ftate of affairs, he remarked, had altered very, confi- 
derably within the laft twenty years. The King 01 Pruffia 
had effeSed this change, and the Houfe of Auftria. had as 
much occafion to be jealous of the King of Pruffia now, as 
it formerly had occafion to be jealous of the King x)f France. 
He faid further, if the Princes of Europe, who ought to 
affift us, flood by and faw us overwhelmed, they not only 
were not honeft men, but they loft fight of their own in- 
tereft ; for if they fuffered the Houfe of Bourbon to become 
the great maritime power of Europe, every other European 
power muft fall. His Lordftiip accounted for their condud, 
by faying, that in the purfuit of temporary objefls, they 
gave up the profpeft of their beft and chief interefts, and 
loft fight of all thofe great confiderations of the future, 
which wife men never forgot. He declared he was glad to 
fee the bill flop where it did, and leave the reft to be done 
by the King and his advifers. His Lordfliip fpoke to feveral 
other points. 

Mr. Eden wiflied he could have caught the Speaker's eye 
before, as what he had to fay would have come better im- 
mediately after the honourable gentleman had made his mo- 
tion. He then began, by faying, that if it wer^, as the ho- 
nourable gentleman had faid, a moment of univerfal gloom 
overfpreading our political hemifphere, it was certain that 
fuch a moment was well calculated for gaining the ferious 
regard of all good men to the propofitions now introduced— 
A bill for quieting troubles ; a fupplement to what the ho- 
nourable gentleman had called, the want of alliances and of 
friends; " the reftoration of the ftricken deer to the herd; 
the turning of the dance of death" into the mufic of the 
fphercs ; the re-union of warring .brethren, and of the dif- 
trafted parts of our ftrength ; revived commerce with our 
colonies; fuccefsful war with FrancQi and Spain ; happinefe 

at 
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at home ; glory abroad ; all thefe were ideas which miift 
vibrate on the heartftrings of every good Engliftiman. But 
in the philanthropy of our fentiment, in the reveries of 
our fancy, we ought not to lofe frght of common prudence 
and praftical policy. The warmth of our imagination 
might indeed carry us through the meafure of the day; 
but the morrow muft come, and the cool hour of recol- 
ledlion would attend it. In that hour we Ihould have to 
afic ourfelves, whether by an unadvifed eagernefs, we had 
not in the refult produced that defirable end of peace and 
re-union, which, on both fides of the Houfe, it was wiflied 
to approximate. Mr. Eden compared the prefent purfuit of 
peace, to that of Apollo in purfuit of Daphne ; the objedl 
purfued, might indeed turn into laurel, wherever he could 
catch her ; but he feared, that the honourable gentleman's 
running after her at prefent, would tend only to drive her 
to a diftance, and in the refult, that he would lofe both the 
lady and the laurel. 

His great objeft, he faid, was to deprecate the*whole dif- 
cuflion of the fubjedl ; the introduftion of the propofitions 
was well meant, but it tended to do mifchief. This was 
not a moment to fay, what Parliament would give, or would 
rtot give: Parliament was not aiked to give any thing: 
Every gratuitous offer would be received as an admiflion of 
weaknefs, and not as the refult of the generous fpirit which 
dilated to offer; every point omitted to be offered, would 
fromtfcat hour be confidered as of importance, and would 
become 2ijine qui non. — The difcuflion might prove an ufeful 
weapon in the hands of the rebel leaders, it would be an 
ufelefs inflrument to the well difpofed fubjeSs. The gene- 
rous inclinations and affe6^ions of Great Britain were now 
fuflSciently known to all the world. The colonics were now 
in the very moment of recolle6lion ; the ** balance of def- 
perate rebellion and returning loyalty, is now, he faid, 
equally poi fed ; it trembles on its center; at fuch a moment, 
manly confidence, wifdom, moderation, and the avoiding 
of untoward events, might decide in our favour ; but pre- 
cipitation in our councils, fuperfluous difcuffions, domefti(i 
divifioDS, unadvifed and premature overtures, might turn 
the beam for ever againft us." He once more deprecated 
the difcuflion ; he wifhed to difmifs the bufinefs with all 
poflible refpe£l to its mover, and therefore moved the order 
of the day. 

u 4 Lord 
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Lord Gtorge Gordon rofe to fecond the order of the day, 
and faid he difliked the prefent bill for an oppofite reafon 
from that which the honourable General had ftated. He dif- 
liked it becaufe it was not contentious. He then proce€ded 
to comment upon the minutes which he had taken down of 
many parts ot General Conway *s {peech, anfwering each 
pofition, and endeavouring to controvert it» He ridiculed 
the idea of fending co'mmiflioners to America, unlefs they 
were empowered to admit the independence of the Thirteen 
States in the firtt inftance, and faid^ that if they were fent 
without being fo empowered, they would go on a foal*s 
errand,* and be laughed at for their pains, as the honourable 
gentleman who had difplayed his poetical fancy juft now,, 
and his colleagues, were in 1778. He contended, that 
America had no idea of independency *till we forced her to 
adopt it, and faid he lived in that country from 1766 to 
J769, and was treated wiih the utmoft "hofpiiahty and re^ 
fpeft by them, they confidering him as a young nfobleman, 
a little midfliipman, and (hewing tiim every poflible inftance 
of regard, as a youth of rank from England, who-m^ht one 
day be fent out to them as one of their governors, receiving 
him into their houfes, and fending him in a coach and four 
all the way from New York to Bofton, and oiFering him 
money if he had chofen to take it. He faid he had been in 
the houfes of all the principal people in every one of the 
thirteen provinces, and had always remarked the moftirf>oted 
marks of affedion, loyalty, and regard for this j^jji^otry. 
As an inftance of it, he declared the firft toaft after dinner . 
always was, " The king;" and the iecond, ** The array 
and navy ;*' that he could take his oaih of this^ apd therefore 
thoie who had pretended that independence was their objed; 
from the beginning, had deceived Parliament. Having gone 
through General Conway's fpeech, he took Lord Nugent's 
into confideration, and began by ridiculing the noble Lord 
' for feconding the motion, after all his fpeeches formerly 
againft America ; *^ a fine motion truly (faid he) and fecond* 
ed by Lord Nugent, with fome embarralfment." [This fet 
the Houfe in a roarl He then went through his comnjientary 
on his LordQjip's ipeech, and before he fatdown,^ ferved 
Mr. Eden's in the fame manner. 

Mr. Crugir contended that the bill by no means went far 
enough, that it would do no good in America, and would be 
of no more ufe than a piece of wafte paper. He faid, th^ 

American 
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American war, the real fourcfe of all our diftrefles and bur- 
thensj fliould be put an end to at all events ; in order to do 
this, the independency mull be allowed, and the thirteen 
provinces treated as free Hates. He made fome remarks on 
Lprd.Nugent's argument, and aderted that he had feen fome 
letters written by that noble Lord a few years fmce, in wliich 
he talked in a very different ftile, and declared ihat we mi^ 
h^ve a revenue from America. Before he concluded, Mr. 
Cruger faid, he would not oppofe the bill, or vpte againft it, 
becaufe the idea it was founded on, was an intention to open 
the door to a re-union with America, an objed fo much to 
hk defired, that he had uniformly voted in favour of every 
propofition of that tendency, though he had been much 
blamed for voting for Lord Nortlvs conciliatory bill. He 
fliould purfue the fame line neverthelefs, and fince perfons 
"without doors could not be in his bofom and know what 
pafled there, he ihould be fatistied with what* he felt within 
him, and go on regardlefs of cenfure. 

Mr. T, Pitt reprobated the bill, as drawing a line much^ 
Ihort of what America would exped, and without granting. 
ojF which, all treaty would be vain. 

. General Conway rofe to explain, and faid, he did not mean 
that nothing more, Ihould be done than his bill laid do.wn, 
and fo far was he from defigning to draw a line by it^ that 
it by no means drew a line, but left room for any thing 
more to be done that was neceflary. It only held out 
fomcthing certain to America, and opened the way to con- 
ciliation. 

Mr, Pitt faid, he was perfedly aware of the worthy Ge- 
neral's intention and of his view ; but he contended that tlie 
bill would neverthelefs have the effeA in the eyes of America 
of drawing a line, as if Great Britain would go no further. 

He then proceeded in an admirable fpeech, to point out the 
futility and the danger of any fuch meafure, and earneftly 
cautioned the Houfe againft adopting fo fatal a propofition, 
admitting, at the fame time, that the worthy General meant 
it well, and therefore deferved the thanks of the Houfe for 
his conduct. He faid, he would tell miniftry what W4IS th^ 

proper ftep to be taken refpeding America, give her a 

pledge of the fincerity of this kingdom's wifli to be recon^ 
filed ! change the adminiftration ! and.rcmove thofe mioifters 
who had deluded America, and deceived Parliament. He in 
exprcfs terms charged the late commiffion with being a decep- 
tion^ and faid he was divided in opinion which to blame, the 

nobl^ 
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noble Lord who was ambaflTador at Paris at the time the trea- 
ty with America was figned, or the noble Lord in the blue 
ribbon. When he confidered that an honourable friend of his 

SMr. Fox] had afTured that Houfe long before the French re- 
cript was delivered to Lord Weymouth, that a treaty was 
adlually figned between the court of France and America^ he 
could not think the noble Vifcount had been guilty of fuch 
extreme criminal negleft, as not to have fent notice of it to 
minifters at home, and when he reflefled on the high ftation 
the noble Vifcount now held, that he was one of the firft offi- 
cers of the crown, in the verybofom of the King's councils, 
he was convinced, the noble Vifcount had done his duty and 
given notice of the treaty in due time. On the other hand, 
when he confidered the degree of guilt that would be imputa- 
ble to the noble Lord, could it be proved that he was aware of 
the treaty being figned, and of the terms of it : when he came 
down to that Houfe and made his conciliatory propofitions, 
he knew not hovy to fufpeft the noble Lord, nor what to 
think. He furely never could have prefumed to oiFer Ameri- 
c;i fo little, when he knew France offered her fo much more. 
That there was a degree of culpable folly in it, which he 
tould not bring himfelf to believe the noble Lord guilty of; 
he was therefore puzzled, and knew not how to folve the 
enigma. Before he fat down, he repeated his declaration, 
that no good could be expe6led, unlefs thofe minifters who 
had made themfelves fo obnoxious to America that fhe would 
riot treat with them, were difmifted, and again condemned 
the bill, as likely to produce great mifchief. 

* Mr. Powys made a fhort fpeech, but did not approve the 
bill. In the courfe of what he faid, he was fevere on Lord 
Nugent, imagining that he had faid, the prerogative had 
powers of legiflation, eqnal to the granting America indc-' 
pendence, withowjt the authority of that Houfe. 

Lord A^«^^A7/ ex pi a i ned. 

• General Conway rofe alfo to explain, and flew into a vehe- 
ment pafllon, on its being faid that an idea fimilar to that 
charged againft Lord Nugent was defenfible, declaring he 
wifhed any minifter could dare to hold fuch doflrine. 

- Lord GeQrge Germaine rofe on this, and faid if any minifler 
was mad and wicked enough to advife his Majefty, that his 
prerogative extended to the degree fpoken of, he hoped toi 
God, that Minifter would meet the jufl rcfentmcnt and indig- 
nation of the Houfe, and be purfued to condign puniihment. 
His Lordihip then faid he approved the title of the bill fo high- 
ly, that he fcarcely knew how to oppofc a bill fo entitled. 

If 
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If the difmiffion of minifters could produce peace, he faid it 
ought not to be the confideration of a moment ; minifters 
ought to be inftanlly difmifled. But before that ftep was 
taken, it behoved the advifers of it to prove that thofe who 
would fucceed the prefent minifters were more likely to make 
pieace with America. Every good man, he faid, muft wifli 
for peace with America, whenever it could be obtained on 
good and honourable terms to this country. It was the chief 
•wifli of his heart, and he flattered himfelf the completion of 
that wifli was not far off. The bill, he could not by any 
means approve ; as the honourable gentleman who moved the 
order of the day had faid, it fcemed more likely to put peace 
at a diftance, perhaps to prevent it for ever, than to bring it 
nearer. He declared he verily believed, and his belief was not 
like the view of the bill, merely fpeculative, but was founded 
on recent infornlation, that the moment of conciliation was 
near. His Lordftiip defcribed the mifery which the Ameri- 
cans felt at this time, and ftated, that the majority of the 
people there, were ready and defirous to return to their alle- 
giance, but that they were prevented by the tyranny of thofe 
who had got the power of government into their hands. 

He did not believe that the Congrefs would «ver treat for 
peace, but from the condition of affairs in America, as ftated 
by the right honourable gentleman who had moved to bring 
in a bill. From the depreciation of their paper currency,i 
from the poverty and diftrefs of the country, from the great 
debt it groaned under, from the diflatisfaSion which all ranks 
of people ex pre fled at the alliance with France, from the little 
benefit America had derived from that alliance, from all thefe 
confiderations he did believe that the people of America, the 
aflemblies of America, would foon come to terms. His 
Lordfl)ip faid, that America was not up at auftion, as it 
were, between the Mother Country, and France, and Spain, 
that we were to bid for her againft them. The cafe was 
widely different. His Lordftiip concluded with feconding 
the motion for the order of the day. 

Mr. Fox in a fpeech of fome length, but delivered with 
wonderful ability, though it had much repetition, and old 
matter in it, replied to Lord George Germaine, and ridiculed 
bis argument, and every pofition he had laid down. Mr. Fox 
alfo attacked the Attorney General, though abfent, on his be- 
ing about to receive emoluments and rewards, for what he 
termed thofe inflammatory fpeeches that had caufed the lofs of 
America. He might, he thought, have come, and taken his 
leave of that Houfe \ he might tuve faid vaUu etphudltc before 

he 
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he wa5 called to the upper region. . Mr. Fox did not like the 
idea of fending out commiffioners, but declared ^s that might 
be altered hereafter, he would vote for the bill. . 

Lord North replied, and defended the Attor^i^ey General 
from Mr. Fox*s attack. His Lordftiip difliked the bill, apd 
fhewed that various of the a6ls it tended to repeal, were aU 
ready repealed. ^ . , 

Governor Pownall faid he had not meant to fpeak on this oc* 
cafion, and that when he heard the propofitions read, be had 
determined to be filent : but having bpen called upon from 
different fides of the Houfe, he did not think it proper that 
he, upon thi^ fubjed, fliould fupprefshis fentiments. That 
t>elieving as he did, as a matter of.£a(2, not entering into any 
^ueftion of right that America was an independent fov«r-eiga 
power, and would remain fo and be m^ntained and fupport* 
id as fuch by other powers ; the propofmg to repeal any Jaws 
of ours which had refpedlto America, appeared to him like a 
propofition for repealing the laws which ftood in our ftatutCr 
book t<?fpe6ting Gafconyand Poi^lou. There wauanadl-of 
navigation refpciSling Gafgony : Would any onenow ferioufly 
propofe the .repeal .of thati But he faid it confiftedof twp 
other parts, one declaratory, which he Ihould confider, if the 
bill pafled, as apjeliminary of treaty, and as fuch h^ fhoul4 
be for it. The other part, refpcfting the fending out com* 
miflioners to treat Jor peace, would be of no avail, would only 
^xpofe, and ftill more humiliajte the country, and wpuld.be* 

fin as, the fortrier miilion did, in mockery, and end as that 
id, indifgrace. The noble Lord Jk new, that even before his 
Lordftiip had planned his fcherae of commiffioners, he had 
told him that would be the confequence. He faid, therefore, 
as the ground of his own idea of the ftate of America on hfe 
own information, he muft think this bill could have no efFeS; 
1 hat he rather wiihed it had not been difcuffed ; but that it * 
ivould be dangerous to rejed it. Whatever therefore were 
the opinions of its efFefis, .he Ihould fimply, as an experiment, 
have voted for it as he did for the noble Lord's bill for -com- 
miffioners, although hp had at the fame time faid to a noble 
Lord, and in the Houfe, that the meafures could not fuccecd. 
Another reafon weighed with him, which was, that as vmc 
had loft fo many opportunities when we might have made 
peace, and had fo often and repeatedly miftaken our taking up 
in the year 177.5, that which in the year 1774 would hawe 
inade peace ; that in 1776, which would have made peace ia 
1775 V ^ha^ in 177s, vvhich in 1777 nJight have been grounds 
of peace ; and very lately miffing the opportunity which offered 

jtfelf 
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itfclf to us of making peace, by the intervention and under 
the guaranty of Spain, who could haveefFeftcd it for us, as 
the Americans would have truiled that guaranty, on terms 
wherein they would not treat with our minifter^, nor have 
truftcd them, Spain could have got their preliminaries, and 
they then might have taken u(> the definitive treaty. 

He faid, that two noble Lords, both minifters, fpeaking 
from certain and official information, had given him ground, 
whereon (landing by their authority, he niuft now be decid- 
edly for the propofitions of the bill [the commiffioners ex- 
cepted,] They told the Houfe, that the Americans were com- 
ing back to thofe fentiments towards this country, that they 
would <:ome to treaty as colonifts, and on terms fubmitting 
to our government. That being the faft, thefe a6ls and laws 
which attached upon the Americans as fubjedls to this coun- 
try, fliould be repealed, to clear the way to the grounds of 
peace. It was now, upon that flate of the cafe, become ab- 
folutely necefTary ; and he begged to remind the honourable 
General that there was one he had forgotten, that is the decla- 
i^tory ad ; he turned then about to the General, and faid, ** I 
hope it is meant to repeal that aft," and turning to the Houfe, 
faid, " I find it is fo meant." Upon thefe grounds, and aft- 
ing on thefe reafons, he ftiould give his vote for the bill, but 
hoped to fee the claufe about commiffioners taken out, and 
•feveral other amendments made in the committee. 
. Mr, G.Rous. A law is propofed,givingauthorityto the crown 
to conclude finally with America, meaning on the terms of 
yielding their independence. If it be a mere delegation of a 
general power, leaving to the difcretion of minifters to de- 
termine when or whether it is ever to be employed, fuch a law 
certainly admits that the Crown ought to have this general 
unrcftrained power — If it be intended as an intimation, that 
the time may probably foon arrive, when the cxercife of this 
power will be proper, fuch a law may not only forward the 
^vent, but certainly leflens the rcfponfibiliiy of minifters. 
If, laftly, it be intended to prefcribe the immediate exercife 
of this power, fuch a law will be a plain affijmption of the 
executive authority by the legillature, an union of powers 
which ought ever to be diftind, and will exempt minifters 
from all future examination of their conduct, by giving the 
previous fanftion of parliament to their a<St ; for' it were idle 
to fuppofc the Parliament could exercife a correft judgment 
on the fubjcdt. To form an opinion on the propriety of 
fVielding independence to America, requires an ace urate krww- 
ledge »f the ftate of that country, of the temper of the pco- 
-pW> 'of the refources of their government, ef our own force. 
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its deftination and probable fuccefs — laftly, it requires a per- 
fe£l knowledge of the force and refourcesbf our enemies, of 
the views and engagements of. the other ftates of Europe. 
Whence could this knowledge be derived, but from the exe- 
cutive magiftratc, who has all the means of information in 
his hands ? With his miniflers, all ambafTadors, and ail other 
perfons in a public, em ploy, 'correfpond. To him is confided 
the fecret fervice money, with every other means of procuring 
intelligence. His minifters would, therefore, in efFed, dic- 
tate the judgment of Parliamervt, yet would an aft thus 
.procured operate a? an a£l of indemnity to minifters. Let 
us not be wifer than our anceftors. Let us permit the execu- 
tive power to proceed within its proper department, where 
the abufe of truft is not palpable and clear; and when time 
Ihall difclofe all thecircumftances under which minifters (hall 
have aded, atprefent known only to themfelves, let usjud^e 
.their condu6t with temper; and acquit or condemn, as their 
merits or demerits may require. The law propofed, in the 
firft view, prefumes a defedl in the conftitution, which I can- 
not admit; and in the latter view will operate as an indem« 
nity to minifters, pernicious in its immediate effeS, much 
more fo in its example. 

The queftion has been propofed, do you contend that the 
crown can give independence to Ireland, or yield Scotland to 
a foreign ftate? Were I difpofed to employ the fame fallacy, 
I would afk^ can Parliament repeal the habeas corpus ad, 
abolifti the trial by jury, or give the force of laws to the prp- 
clamations of the crown ? All government is a truft. Plain 
and palpable abufes require extraordinary interpofition. 
Should Parliament forget its duty, the people ; Ihould the 
crown betray its truft. Parliament muft interpofe — not, I 
hope, to confound the different orders of the ftate, but to 
place the truft in more honeft hands. In the prefent inftance, 
either a ceflion of territory as the means of peace is neceftary, 
or it is not. In doubtful cafes it is fcarcely poflible that 
Parliament fliould antecedently polTefs the information, with- 
out which they cannot decide. The^lelays of their proceed- 
ing, and the public difcuffion of the information necelfary, if 
fuch could be obtained, would deftroy all the advantages which 
this country poftefles, by placing the executive power in the 
crown. If the ceflion be obvioufly unneceflary, the breach 
of truft is apparent — Parliament will interpofe, by addrefling 
the crown to remove the minifters, to break the convention, 
. -which, derived from fraud, would not bind the nation-; 
would puniih the minifters, or in cafes of yrgent neceflity, 

where 
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, where obftinate perfeverance involved the ruin of the country, 
perhaps remove the fovereign and his family from the throne. 
Writers on* the laws of nations have difplayed great acute- 
nefs in difcufling cafes in which the nation at large, or the 
inhabitaats of a ceded territory may refift the fovereign. 
Their principles apply equally, whether the people themfelves 
or their reprefentatives commence the refinance. I am not, 
howevt r, reafoning on extraordinary cafes ; I reafon, to ufe 
Sir William Blackftone'sexpreffion, ** according to the forms 
of the conftitution." — ^Neither is the diftindlion worth much 
contention. Prevention would in moft cafes be impoflible* 
The commander of a garrifon may yield a fortrefs, and may 
dcferve death for his condufl: ; yet to regain the fortrels 
would be difficult. Should the crown at this time withdraw 
the garrifons of Fort St. Philip and Gibraltar, the breach of 
truft would be grofs, yet moft men in the prefent fituation of 
affairs would defpair of regaining the poffeffion. Should the 
crown recall the fleets and armies of Great Britain from ^ 
America, is there a man wild enough to re-commence the 
war from the hope of conqueft ? The truth is, that where the 
dccifion is referred to arms, he who has the direflion of the 
national force always muft have it in his power to betray the 
rights of the community. Fortunately, where the breach of 
truft is moft eafy, the temptation is leaft. All the afFedions 
of the fovereign, the love of glory, of power, and of domi- 
nion, all the paflions which govern men occupied in conduft- 
][ng the affairs of nations, war againft the cellion of a coun- 
try which the force of the ftate can pofTibly retain. The pro- 
bability is greater, that Britain will be exhaufted in a vain and 
fruitlels ftruggle for dominion which (he cannot uphold, than 
that the conieft fhould ceafe befgre the interefts of Great 
Britain demand a cefTation of hoftilities ; or that the inclina- 
tion of the fovereign toa difgraceful peace (hould precede the 
neceflities of the ftate. The power of declaring war is a 
|Hore dangerous truft, more liable to abufc : yet this truft is 
abfolute in the fovereign. When the refolution is taken, the 
ambaflador recalled, and war in efFeft commenced, melfages 
are indeed fent to both Houfes of Parliament, and general 
affurances of fupport returned in their addrefles. vVhy? 
becaufe the power of the purfe, the grant of men, money, and 
ftips, depend on the plegfure of Parliament. This power 
operates in fome degree as an antecedent reftraint, but is npt 
wholly effeftual as a preventive. The war is in eiFed com- 
menced, and defenfive warfare at leaft becomes necefTary to 
the public fafety . Every man who has read ojur hiftory, knows, 

that 
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that even this power of Parliament was principally infifted 
Upon with a view to a very ciifFerent objeft, as a reftraint in. 
the internal government of the country. Could the fove- 
reign raife money without theconfent of Parliament, Parlia- 
ments were unneceflary j could the Sovereign levy troops 
without the confent of Parliament, he^ might by force over- 
turn the laws. Thefe grants of men and money are therefore 
made only for a year ; nay, the* military laws by which the 
troops are governed continued for no longer" fpace, that with- 
out the concurrence of Parliament by a new grant, by a re- 
newal of thofe laws, the whole force entrufted to the fovcr 
Jreign may be adually diilblved. -This reftraint, though 
pjincipally diredled to the inie;-nal government, operates like- 
irife as a confideiable, but a very inadequate controul to the 
power of declaring war againft foreign uates. 

Many gentlemen have been mifled by the afls of Parlia- 
ment neceflary in the condu6l of this war. While the war 
is carried on againft revolted fubjefts, not acknowledged as 
independent flatesbythe proper authority [wherever that au- 
thority is vefted,] every American taken in war had a right by 
the laws of this country to be tried as a rebel, or to be re- 
leafcd ; every man had a right to reclaim his property, who 
had not forfeited that property by convidiion. The interpofi- 
tion of the legiflature, therefore, became necefTary, but this ne- 
ceflity was derived from the forms of our internal government. 
From the faiyie caufe proceeded the aft of Parliament autho- 
rifing commiflioners to treat with America. The objeft of 
this miflion was to fettle the terms on which the Americans 
Ihould fubmit to be fubjefts of Great Britain. Their claims 
were various exemptions from the legiflative power of ParlFa- 
mcnt. Parliament neceifarily, therefore, became a contrafling 
party, bccaufe the crown could not impofc limitations on the 
power of Parliament. This cafe was likewife new. Limi- 
tations impofed on the fupreme legiflature, by ftipulations 
with fubjefts, have no precedents in our hiftory. The thing 
itfelf became neceflary, and the forms of our government 
decided by whom the aft muft be done. But it may be 
faid, afts of Parliament have been made refpefting America. 
Can the crown repeal them ? Afts of Parliament have alfo 
been made refpefting Grenada, St. Vincent's, &c. yet Ifet 
thefe iflands be ceded in a treaty with France made by the 
crown, thefe ^fts muft fall, becaufe the fubjeft of legifla^ibn 
will no longer exift. The reafoning applies equally, to Ame- 
rica, vvhen a ceflion of America fliall be made by the proper 
authority. . i think, from the analogy of our governmehs 

8 that 
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that authority refides in the crown. The fovereign cannot 

^ by any ftipulations vary the rule of internal govermment, be* 

* caufe he is a monarch limited by laws, or by rules of condudl 

f)refcribed by the legiflature. The external power [where the 
nternal government is not afleSed] feems to me incapable of 
liich previous laws ; in faft, none are given. This, thereforct 
in the language, of Mr, Loclce, is ** a difcrctionary power of 
lifting for the public good where the pofitive laws are filent ;'* 
for the abufe of which, if not direded to the public good, 
minifters are refponfible. The afts of this powe^ are in their 
nature momentary, for the mod part incapable of recall, 
Hlways dependent on circumftances known at the time only 
to thofe entrufted with the other parts of executive govern- 
ment. To transfer this power to Parliament, to make the 
treaty their a£l, can anfwer no good purpofe, will operate as 
an indemnity to minifters, and remove the fmgle conftitu* 
tional controul of which the fubjeft is capable — ^the punifli* 
ment of thofe who abufe it. 

At a quarter pad twelve the queftion for the order of the 
day was put. 

Ayes 123. Noes 81. Adjourned to the 8th. 
The following is a Copy of General Conway's bill, " for 
quieting the troubles now reigning in the Britifli Colonies 
in America, and for enabling his Majefty to appoint com- 
xniffioncr$, with full powers to treat and conclude upon 
terms of conciliation with the faid Colonies." 
WHEREAS a ruinous and unnatural war has for fome 
years raged between Great Britain and the feveral Britifh 
colonics in America, dcftruftivc at oncp of that harmony 
and mutual ^tk&ion which had fo long mad^ the happinefs 
and ftrength of both countries, and thereby giving every ad- 
vantage to the known enemies of the Britim empire in all 
its parts 5 thefirft union of which* had, by their cordial an4 
cflfedlual efibrtis, raifed the name of Britain to the highcft 
pitch of human renown and felicity, and had, during the 
courfe of many glorious reigns, ferved as a barrier to the . 
liberties of Europe, and as the ftrongeft fupport of the 
proteftant religion, againfl: the baneful fchemes of Popery 
and defpotifm : 

And whereas, in the heat of a contention, haftily begun, 
many pernicious maxims have been adopted, and many falfe 
and dangerous meafures purfued on both fides: 

Now, in order to heal the faid fatal dilTentions, and to (lop 
the farther elRifion of fellow fubjedls' blood: 
Voi. XVII, X Sf 
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Be it hereby declared ami enafled, by the King's moft 
excellent Majefty, by and with the advice and confent of the 
Lords rpiritual, temporal, &c. 

That immediately upon the conclufion of any treaty of 
conciliation between Great-Britain and America, all thofe 
rights, privileges, and immunities, which were demanded by 
the feveral aflTociated Colonies in their petitions and memori* 
als to the King, and to the two Houfes of Parliannent [and 
particularly in the petition of the Congrefs to the King^ in 
the memorial of the Colony of New- York, to the Houfc of 
Lords, of the 25th of March, 1775, and ia the reprefcntation 
^nd remonftrance of the general aflembly of the faid colony 
of New York, to the Houfe of Commons of the fame datej 
ought to be, and are hereby declared, by the King's moft exj- 
cellent Majcfly, by and with the advice and confent of the 
Lords fpiritual, temporal, &c. to be conceded and confirmed 
on the part of Great-Britain to the feveral aflbciated Colonies, 
or to any one or more of them, who (hall agree on terms of 
reconciliation as aforefaid, with any commiffioners appointed, 
or to be appointed by his Majefty for that purpofe. 

And for thefe ends, and that no doubt may remain of the 
fincere and friendly intentions of Great- Britain, and of hw 
earneft defire to bringT)ack the ancient affedion of her chil- 
dren, and to reftore that beneficial inteicourfe which muft 
ever be the true bafis of their grandeur and happinefs: 

Be it hereby declared and enabled by the authority aforefaid, 
that from the day fuch conciliation pr treaty fliall be con- 
cluded, all or any of the thirteen aftbciated colonies, fo agree^ 
ingon terms of conciliation, (hall be, and are hereby declared 
to be, at the peace of his Majefty, and reftored to the ufual 
intercourfe of friendfhip and commerce— And it is hereby 
further declared and enabled. 

That no tallage, tax, or other charge whatever, {hall from 
thenceforth be raifed on the freemen of America, without 
their own confent, by their reprefentatives duly convened in 
aflembly there. < 

That the powers of the admiralty and vice-admiralty courts 
be reftrained within their ancient limits, and the trial by jury 
in all civil cafes, where the fame may have been abolimedj 
reftored. 

That no fubje£l in America fliall, in capital cafes, be liable 

to be indifted and tried for the fame, in any place out of the 

province where fuch crime fliall have been committed, nor b« 

deprived of a trfal by his Peers of the vicinage. 

^ ^That it fhall not be \aw{u\ to fctvd ifwfons indiScd for 

hnirder^ in any colony of AmQUC^>Xo^itfi^^tc.^QXs.>j^ otxs^ 

OVeat Briuin for trial, ^, ^ 



A. 1780. DEBATES. 307 

. That the judges in the law courts in the G)lonies, fhall 
hold their offices, and falaries as his Majefty's judges in 
l£j^^nAy ^andiuje lene gejjerint. 

That the Colonies in America are juftly entitled to all the 
privileges, franchifes, and immunities, granted by their 
feveral charters and conftitutions^ and that the faid charters 
or conftitutions ought not to be invaded or refumed, unlefs 
for mifufes, or fome legal ground of forfeiture. 

And for the faid and other good and beneficial purpofes, it 
is hereby declared sftidena£ted, That the following aas, or fo 
much of the fame as have been reprefcnted to be found gi;revT 
ous to the fubjefts in the colonies as afofefaid, namely, the 
aSs of 4 Geo. III. ch. 15. entitled, an a£l for granting cer»- 
tain duties in the Britifli colonies and plantations in America. 
4 Geo. III. ch. 34. To prevent paper bills of credit hereafter 
to be ifllied in any of his Nfajefty's colonies and plantations 
in America, from being declared to be a legal tender, &c. 
3 Geo. III. ch. 25, aft 10 alter certain rates of poftage, and 
to amend, explain, and enlarge feveral provifions made in th^p 
9th year of Queen Anne, &c. 6 Geo. III. ch- 52. For re- 
pealing certain duties in the Britifh colonies and plantations. 
14 Geo. Ill, ch, 54^ For better providing fuitable quarters 
for officers and foldicrs in his Majefty's fervice in Nortn Ame-r 
rica. Aft 17 Geo. III. ch, 5. For prohibiting all trade and 
intercourfe, &c.* and to authorife perfons appointed by his 
Majefty to grant pardons, &c. or fuch parts of the fame as 
are found grievous to any of the faid colonies ; 

Be and are hereby repealed from the day they fhall have 
entered into, and concluded terms of conciliation with Great 
Britain,, or with any perfons authorized by his Majefty for 
that pujmofe. 

The laid afts alfo to be fufpended and remain without 
cffeft in like manner^ fliould any truce take place for a limited 
time between Great Britain and all or any of the faid Colo-? 
nies refpeftively, during the continuance of fuch truce. 

And be it farther declared, that the aft of 14 Geo. III. 
fh. 83. For regulating the government of the province of 
.Quebec, fli^ll be re-confidered, altered, pr repealed. 



• Before the bill was brought in, the General meant to infert the 
deiclaratory aft of 1776, among the afts to be repealed, and indeed to 
ipake the wholr bill more correft. The Houfe rcfuled to receive this 
bill, by dividing upon the order pf the day, after a debate whiph lai^ed| 
•iiU twdve o'clock. 
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And that no future doubt or jealoufy may remain reljftive 
to the rights of the Colonies, and* the pbwer of their afletft- 
blies lawfully conftituted, be it declared by the authority 
aforefaid, that the faid Colonies, in their faid aflTeinblies,, 
fhall^ agreeably to the faid charters and conftitutions, have 
full power and authority to regulate all matters for the peace 
and good order of their internal gdvernment ; the fegiflature 
of Great Britain referving only to itfcTf the ord^rfng and 
enading fuch things as concern^ as weH the liiamtehan^ of 
the faid charters and conftitutions, as th^cH6hil ^eal of the 
empire, and the due regiilation of the trade and commerce 
thereof, upon thofe principles of equity and (bund poKcy 
•which fhalfy on fulbmotual difcuffion atirfconfKleration, be 
found moft conducive to the general good. 

And that nothing may.bbftruft or retard^the great work of 
peace, his Maj^fty is hereby authorifed to ap|?oint comniif- 
fioncrs, with inll powers ta treat anrf conclude either peace 
or truce with all ^ or zt\y of thfe faid colonics, upon fuch ortler 
or farther tenns of conciliatioiT, as to his Mijcfty in his wif- 
dom fhall feem fit; always tAKteffto6d,and the laicrte is here- 
by again declared and enafted^ that all the feveral privileges, 
imrnnnitfes, and advantages, hereby graAfed to all or any of 
the faid Colonies as above meittioned^ do ferve as the bans of 
filth treaty of conciliation, and afrc hcre&Jr fanSified and 
guaranted under tRe faith of ParHittitent a* ^rts of thie fame. 

And be it farther declardrf and en!i^cd> By xh€ authority 
aforefaid, that it (hall awd majr be liMul for hiis Majcfty v6 
empower commrlfioriers to ^Atfrce pardon to any pfeirfoii^or 
any hiiiViber or dcfcrij)tion of perfons, or his ftill aho |di\i6ra! 
pardon to the inhabitaufe of all or any of the faid Colonies 
refpeclively, for all afts of hoftility, and for all things done 
or committed durfng the prefent trouble^^ aindpt^viou^ to the 
figning pr conclufion of any treatjf 6f e6nctHati6n as afcre-' 
faid ; zttd tbe faille flrall be confidered, and is hereby confirm- 
ed as an a<5l of perpctnal afttftefty and oblivion of ftich afts 
of hoftility, aAd of ^U tfiii^> fo done and cohttnSttdd ^tiring 
the continuance 6T the fafd trembles. 

So may the ancient affeSion be happily reftorcd t6 the two 
parts of the diftrafted empire, and. a nevyr aera of Halcyon 
days fucceed to the horrors and multiplied calamities of civil 
Contention. 

May 8. 

As foon as the Speaker returned from the Honfe of Lofds^ 

5/> fFilliam MereJtth rofe, and faid, he had fome tinie fina? 

itnted to ihQ Houfe, fomc exiu«i^i»il i^&^^ #ilLwe to a 
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party of the military being 3rmed and ready to come forth 
upon the people; when he ftated them, he had taken them 
up upomiewfpaper report, lie had fince made hirafelf mafter 
of the fads as they really happened, and was ati'le tofpeak to 
lliem more fully ^ but ^s he did not fee certain perfons in high 
military offices, then in t}\e Houfe, he wou],d not idkc up 
more time, but would coote^t himfelf with moving; 

'* That the proper officer do lay before this Houfe, a copy 
pf ;uiy requifitions made by the civil magiflrates, and by 
whom, for any of the foot or horfc guards, to be in readinel* 
ifrom the 51^1 to the 7th of April lalt." 

Mr. A^am fubmitted it to the honourable Baronet, whe- 
ther it would not be more candid to withdraw his motipn, 
till the honourable gentlemen alluded to, were prefent to 
^eak to ibe fa^Sts upon whicb the motion was atvowedljr 
gr^ui^ded. 

Th^ Secretary at War declared he knew of no order being 
fent for the military, for that no order had paifed his office, 
Jle.bc^lieved the -civil magiftrate expefling a riot, had made ^ 
requifition to have fome of the military ready to affift the 
civil power in cafe any riot had happened- That it was a 
commQn thing, and he faw no mifchief, as the military in 
^uch cafes were folely ^t the Ciraaound and di region of the 
dvjl Hiagiftrafte. 

^r. Burhe arraigned the jiiftices in terms of the fevereft 
fort, for daring to imagine or fuggeft that a riot would hap- 
|)en, wjien no riot was intended, and upon their weak and 
jnfolent Ixggcftions .to call out tfic mihtary. He faid the 
^uftices of Middlefejc wer»e generally the fc^mi of the earth ; 
cxrpenters,, brick-makers, and Ihoe-tnakcrs^ fome of whom 
\vej:e..not0rioufly men of fuch infamous charafl^rs, that 
they were unworthy of any employ whatever ^ and others 
fo ignorant, that they could fca^-cely write their own names* 
Mr. Burke dc^fcribed the popular meeting on the 6th of 
April, as a moA refpe^ble one, and faid the Dukes of De- 
vonfliire and Portland, and other difHnguifhed perfonages, 
had there met the other ekftors of the city of Weftminfter, 
in a legal and ^onditutional manner^ to debate and difcufs 
great, legal, and tconftitutional jpoints. How dared, then, 
iiich rejptiles as the Middlefex judices attempt to -call out a 
body of the military armed, upon a peaceable meeting, fo 
relpeaable in it? defcription! 

Mr. Righy defended the matter, and as an indance that the 
milxtary foemployedi and under the diredion of a jii'dicious 
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inagiftrat^, might be effentially ferviceable in preventing 
tiots, declared, that fome years fmce the Duke of Bedford'^ 
houfe would have been rafed to the ground, had not Mr. 
Saunders Welch applied for fifty of the infantry, and 

Slanted thiem behind the wall in the front of Bedford houfe* 
Ir. Rigby defended the Middlefei magiftrates from Mr* 
Burke's cenfure, dedaring that the office was a very trouble-* 
fome one ; that no perfon of diftinfliOn or family would un- 
dertake it, and therefore it was right to giv'e douceurs t6 
thofe who would. He faid gentletnen who abufed the ma- 
giftrates for doing their duty, were not friends to fubordina-^ 
tion and good order; that fo far from thinking the magiftrate 
blameable, he had often wondered that the police, of this 
great metropolis was fo well regulated as it was. Mr. Rigby 
ridiculed the meetings in general, declaring that. a fet of 
gentlemen meeting merely to make orations, and to Vpte 
thanks to one ant)ther, was a perfedtly harmlefs matter. 

Mr. Burh ttiade a teply, charging Mr. Rigby with de- 
fending thofe with whom he would not fit down to dinner, to 
whom he would hot fpeak, nor flifFei: them to come into a 
room where he was. 

Mr. Eden then faid, that he thotight it fupej-fludtjs on xYdi 
occafion, to recur t6 any particulars, either of the old 
Bloomfbury riot, or the late Weftminfter meeting ; and equal- 
ly fo, to introduce the names either of dead or living Dukes. 
That the queftion turned upon a general principle, in which 
he agreed with the fupporters of the motion, though he 
fhould differ with them as to the application of that principle* 
That he thought them right to entertain a moft watchful jea* 
loufy of the executive power in the employment of the fol- 
diery; but that this jealoufy fhould in politics, as in pri- 
vate life, be kept within reafonable bounds, and fhould not 
ftart into adtion, upon the impulfe of trifles light as air. 
That a refpe£lable and very ingenious Baronet, [Sir George 
Savile] had juftly faid, '* If I alk for the key of my clofet, 
and you faulter, and hefitate, and turn pale, and delay to 
produce the key, fhall I not fufpeft that fomething is con- 
cealed within the clofet?** It was the cafe of Bluebeard, 
in fome nurfery reports; but in the prefent inftance, it had 
not been ftated, that there was any clofet to conceal it, or 
any key to be called for: no cafe had been made for enqui- 
ry; no faft of abufe of the executive power had been charg- 
ed. It was not juft then, to fay that information was re- 
fufedi fome grounds muil be ih^wn before information can 

be 
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be alked. The right honourable Baronet had not laid his 
Tieft-egg ; he had only dated a loofe rumour from a newf- 
paper, and upon tlie credit of fuch evidence called upon the 
Houfe to exprefs an nneafinefs, which no man who heard 
hixp^ in any degree felt ;. that nothing had bee^i produced, 
neither to prove the fadl afferted, or tire order w'hich occafion- 
ed that faft. Mr. Eden concluded, therefore, ^vrih giving 
Ills negative to the motion. ' 

Mr. Fox made one of tlie moft extraordinary Ipeechels 
'ever heard in the Houf6 cf Commons, declaring if it was 
•underftood that afet of men were to be let loofe on the con- 
'ilitutional meetings of the people, that all Wlio went to fuch 
•meetings muft go ^rmed. 

The Houfe at length divided on the oueftion. 
Ayes 91 Noes 133 

As foon as the Houfe wasrefumed, 

'Mr. Alderman Saiubrldgi rofe in his place^atid'iniifpeecph 
<of fome length introduced his annual motion, **' fdr fliorten- 
ing the duration of Parliaments." The "A'lderman entere(l 
into a longdeduftion of hiftorical fafts, relative to the origin 
of Pa.rliiaments, the duration of • them art different periods, 
the eftablifliment of triennial, andthelaft regulation efFefted 
ty pafling the bill for fept^nnial Parliaments into a law. He 
cited the hi(tory of the feverd reignsin which the parliament- 
ary alterations had been introduced, dating the grounds and 
motives upon whidh the alterations were made, and accom- 
panying thefe premifes With a declaration what were the coti> 
lequence^ andliow far the purpoles of the crown had been ef- 
fected, and the liberties of the people invaded anddiminiflied 
1>y each alteration. The original iife of Parliaments, he de- 
fcribed to have been fimply two-fold ; to confider of the 
peoffles' . griev^ances, and' tb endeavour to obtain redrefs 
for them ; and to confider of the wants of th£ ftate; anti 
iifter a careful examinatioti that the wants were real, and 
the occafion preffing, to vote fuch fums as were neceflary. 
The firfl of thefe objefts Mr. Sawbridge declared always took 
the lead^ nor would our anceftors, in honeft times, ever 
grant the crown money till the complaints of the people were 
liftened to, and redrefs afforded. As all courts were difin- 
clined to hear of thefe complaints and grievances, fo it had 
formerly happened, that Parliaments were feldom afTemblcd, 
and never but when the wants of the ftate were fuch, that 
government could not proceed without money from the 
people, Mr. Sawbridge traced Parliaments to their being 
called annually, and then fpokc of the tong Parliament, in 
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the time of Henry VllL which had fanftified all the mon- 
ftrous Iketches of prerogative that marked that reign ; and of 
the Long Parliament in the reign of Charles IL At length 
he cameto the triennial Parliaments, which had been intro- 
duced after the Revolution, in the reign of William IIL and 
in part of that of Queen Anne, and tiltimately arrived at 
the xra when the feptennial bilLpafTed. From all thefd hi- 
ftorical fadts he argued, that by tne conftitution Parliaments 
ought to be called annually ; that the triennial bill was an 
encroachment on the peoples* rights and liberties, and the 
feptennial a Hill more unjuft innovation on the part of the 
reprefentative body, who had by that law arrogantly afTum- 
ed to themfelves a power which was conftitutionally vefted in 
the hands of the people, and which of right belonged to them* 
He contended that the more frequently the power of eledion 
reverted to the people, the better would it be for the general 
interefls of the nation ; that if niembers were aware that 
their conflituents would have a full opportunity of judging 
of their fervices and pronouncing on their conduS, annual- 
ly, thofe fervices and that cohdudl would be more guarded^ 
The means of corruption would be checked within thofe 
wallsj and the temptation to aA difhoneftly being removed^ 
the reprefentatives of the people would of neceflity a3 difln* 
terefledly and uprightly. For thefe reafons, he wiflied to 
return to the.firll parliamentary principles, and to pafs a law 
for Parliaqdehts to be chofen annually : he was aware, how*- 
ever, that much objeilion would be made to any attempt of 
that kind, and, thJerefore^ not becaufe he liked it better, but 
becaufe he thought he could not carry his point, if he aimed 
dire£lly at reftoring anpual Parliaments> he ihould try to 
obtain triennial Parliaments. Aftef defcanting on this for 
fome time, and mentioning that the matter was at pre- 
fent much the topic of converfatipn without doors, he moved, 
"That leave be given to bring in a bill for fliortening 
the duration of Parliaments." ' 

Mr. Alderman jBw/T'feconded the motion. " 

Lord Nugent then rofe, and faid^ as the fame motion had 

been made for fome years paft, and had been filently decided 

upon, he hoped the Houfe wouW not go into a debate upon 

it then, becaufe as the" honourable Alderman had ftated, it 

had been much the fubjefl: of difcufSon elfewhere. Widi 

' regard to going back tp our firft parliamentary principles, 

: furely that matter was no| fufBciently confidered. What i 

was It meant that Parliainetit ihould be degraded to that ftate 

in 
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m which it was, when the fervice was fo difagrecable that 
men were obliged to be paid for fitting and doing the pub- 
lic bufinefs ? When that bufinefs was fo unwelcome, that 
there were frequent inftances of perfons begging to be dif- 
franchifed, in order, to prevent their being fent up to Parlia- 
ment ! He could not believe the honourable Alderman meant 
to go that length. His Lonlfliip owned himfelf an advo- 
cate for the feptennial bill, and declared he had the higheft 
patliamentary authority that ever was, for pronouncing 
triennial Parliaments in a great meafureufelefs;^ and extreme- 
ly unlikely to anfwer the end propoTed, vis. the checking that 
influence of the crown, which haci been fajd to be " increflfed,' 
jncreafing, and that it ought to be dimiuiQied." The 
-authority he alluded to, was that of one of the ableft oien 
.that ever filled the chair of that Houfe, Mr. Arthur Onflow ! 
He had talked with Mr. Onflow on the fubjeft of triewnial 
parliaments fome years ago, and that great, man had told 
nim, the propofition was an abfurd one, becaufe if it were 
^ppted, the firft ^r would be taken up wholly in hearing 
petitions on eledions 4 in the fccond year the Houfe would 
jbe able to do bufineCs ; and in the third, the members would 
principally be engaged witbXolicijing vptes, and making in- 
terefl: againft the next eleftion. Annual Parliaments he ob- 

1*e£led to, as totally impra^icable in the prefect ftate of pub- 
ic affairs. 

His Lordfliip obferved, that the prefent motion was not 
;grounded on the petitions of the people, for there was not 
one word about fliort Parliaments in thofe petitions. Much 
had been faid, indeed, without doors, about annual Parlia* 
ments, and about adding one hundred. Knights of the ihire 
tp the reprcfentation of the people in that Houfe. Before, 
however, either of thofe points were accompliflied, a great 
tjisal muft neceflarily be done, even (hbuld that Houfe agribe 
that it was right to alter the conftitution of Parliament fo ef- 
Tentially; Were they prepared juft then to take away 
fxotfk the crown the right of appointir^g Sheriffs for the coun- 
ties ? And if they were not, the power of the crown would 
be confiderably encreafed, if Parlianoents were either an- 
nual .pr triennial. So in. boroughs, what regulation was in- 
tendibd xetjpc&ing the returning ofScer ? In mamr places that 
ofik:er ^as eleded by a very fmall number, in Briftol in 

Particular, which he had the honour to re5)refent in two 
arliaments^ where the eIe£lors, he believed, amoimted to 
500O1 the returning officer was chofeo by a very^ veiy fmall 

number 
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number indeed. Thefe, and other confiderations, induced him 
to oppofe the prefent motion, not only as unwife, but as im- 
poflible to be adopted, and carried into execution (o as to 
anfwer any good purpofe. 

Mr. T. Ptft faid, he wiflied to have remained fiient on the 
queftion, but When a fubjefl: of fo much importance was in 
agitation, he jfhould be afliamed to evade fpeaking to it, 
ihough his voice muft go againft the motion. He disclaimed 
all dread of unpopularity on this occafion, and declared, that 
it was with pain he flood up one of the firft to oppofe a claim 
upon that Houfe evidently coming from the people ; he could 
cafily account why the people (hould wi(h for a fliorter du-» 
ration of Parliaments ; it was in human nature to be fond of 
power ; the right of eledlion being placed in the hands of 
the conftituents, they parted with it for a time when they 
chofe theit reprefentatives, and it was perfe£tly natural for 
tJrem todefire that the right might revert to them as often as 
poffible ; but though no man would pay greater deference to 
the wilhes of thfe people than hfe would at all times, he fliould 
hold himfelf unworthy of their confidence, if he agreed to 
any propofition, merely becaufe it was the propofition of the 
people, when his own judgement and convidion clearly 
pointed' out to him that the propofition was an unwife one, 
and that the people in making it, were afklng for that which 
would be in its confequences, if complied with, eflentially 
detrimental to their interefls.. He faid^ had that Hou.fe com- 
plied vvith the petitions of the people, and remedied their 
grievances, as tbey had promifed, the people would not have 
defired to take away the power of fitting for feven years to- 
gether in that Houfe, which the reprefentatives of the people 
now enjoyed, excepting only when the crown, for wife and 
neceffary purpofes, (hortened the duration (for it ought not 
to exercife its prerogative in that manner, but for wife and 
neceflary purpofes] of Parliament by a diflblution. He wa^, 
however, moft fully convinced, that fo far from diminiQiing 
the influence of the crown, annual or triennial Parliaments 
would confiderably encreafe it. The influence of the crown 
was not confined within tbofe walls ; if it were, we (hould 
be a great and happy people- It was the influence of tlje 
crown without doors that was fo alarming. The encreafi^ 
public revenue was the great fource of influence. The King 
in times of peace had fourteen millions to fpend annually, 
' and now how much more pafled through the hands of govern- 
iment? If -corruption would be checked without doors, 4f 

th« 
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the people could be enabled to preferve their integrity and 
their independency, there would be nothing to be. feared 
froiTi the corruption of members of Parliament. It was the 
purity of the eleftors that he was moft anxious for, confcious» 
that while they remained unCorrupted, the conftitution would 
"be fafe.from danger. But to return to the idea of annual of 
triennial Parliaments. Had gentlemen forgot how many great 
families even now, wei'e ruined by their endeavours to get 
into that Houfe, and had fpent their whole fortunes irf 
leledtfon contefts ? Was it to be learnt how hard Would be 
the cafe of every honeft, independent country gentleman, if 
the minifter was to have the potver of ftarting a court candi- 
date againft him every year, or every three years ; what for* 
tune ccAild bear the expence ? The confeauwce would be> 
leicftioff contefts would become objefls of horror, and the 
miniftcr would foon have his own Houfe of Commons. TA 
fsis opinion, therefbre, the prefent motion was beginning at 
the wrong end. A general eleflion Was, ias matters ftood at 
ptefent, a mifchief ; if it was to happen ©ftener, the mifchief 
would undoubtedly be greater* A genera) eIe£lion was now 
not far off;* if report were to be trufled, it was very nean 
The voice arid fpirit of the people feemed to be raifed. He 
would, therefore, confentto reft the whole argument of the 
tieceffity for fliorte'ning the duration of Parliaments upott the 
return of the next Parliament. Wait that iffue ; fee if the 
people had exerted that right they enjoyed, properly and 
trorrefpondently with the fpirit which now appeared to pervade 
the kingdom. If they did not fend to Parliament? a Houfe 
tof Commons at once honeft, free, and indeperident, he 
would confefs, he had been much iniftakert, and would join 
as heartily in fupporting a bill for triennial Parliartients, as 
the honourable Alderman or any other of his friends. 

Mr. Fox rofe next, and faid he fhouldbe under the neceflity 
of fpeaking more fully to the prefent queftion than he other- 
wife would do, becaufe, as he had for years voted uniformly 
againft the queftion, and as he meant to vote for it, it was due 
to the Houfe, and due to his own charader, that he fhould 
ftate the reafons of this difference of conduft. He faidy he 
revered thofe wife and great men who brou^t in the fepten- 
liial bill ; becaufe the principle on which they afled, in pro- 
moting that meafure, was every way laudable, and every 
way juftifiable. At the time of the pjafling of that bill, the 
Houfe of Brunfwick had been juft called to the throne, by 
the amanimous voice of the pcoplej indefcnce'of -their liber- 
ties^ 



3i6 PARLIAMENTARY A. 1780* 

ties, and in order to proteft them from the alarming attempts 
ipf a Pretender, whofe family was defervedly become odious 
for their tyranny, and by their repeated endeavours to fub* 
vert the conftitution, to change the religion of the country, 
and to bury the liberties of the people under the fabric of 
arbitrary power, which il had been their conflant wifli to intro- 
duce and to ere£t. George I. was a prince beloved by both 
^oufes of Parliament, and looked up to as their guardian 
pnd proteSor ; it was very natural, under thefe circumflances, 
jto take every precaution to keep out a third perfon, a pre- 
tender to the throne, and to maintain the Houfe of Brunf* 
wick in poiTe^fion of it. With this vieyir it was, that the 
three branches of the legiilature had a^preed to tai|f:e fuch mea*- 
fure$ as were moftlikely to exclude the Pretender, and wh^t 
pieafure could be inore promifins or pore likely, than to paj[^ 
t}ie Septennial bill ? Therefore, kpq>ii>g together that Parlia- 
ment who were fo well difpofed towards George I. and wb^ 
ilbubtlefs had no idea that a day could ever conoe when the 
liberties of the people would be in danger Xrxnn the Houfe of 
jBrmnTwicky who never could fuppofe that the ir^uence of 
the crown would be fo encreafed in the Tcifpi of a prLnce of 
jhat Houfe, tbat it flbould be voted by the Houfe of Com- 
mons to be encreafed, encreafmg, and that it ought to be 
fJiminifhed. They bad therefore a£ted wifely, and he bad 
ever admired and revered fuch men. It w^ from .thi$ admi- 
ration and tlvis rev/srence that he had uni^or^ly voted againft 
ihorteninig the duwtiop of Parliaroent ; but what was the cafe 
^w i The people of England, in whgip the fole right of 
jthe duration of Parliament lay, called upon that Houfe tp 
(horten it ! The people of England made this requifition, ^ 
requifltion they alone could make, and which, lij^e. every 
other requifition that can:ie from the fame quarter, he flioulii 
ever ever hold himfelf bound to comply with, and to obc;y. 

Mr. Fox anfwered Lord Nugent*s i^ueflion about the ihe^ 
rifis, and faid, undoubtedly if the bill now moved for pafiibd, 
^n ad mud i^eceflarily pafs to make that alteration. He ^alfo 
tiurned off the objedion urged by Mr. Pitt, relative to the 
fjeMency of elections, and the enormous expence which 
would unavoidably follow to private families, and honeft and 
independent men, if Parlianicnts werechofen cither annually 
or trjennially ; . (hewing, that even now Parliaments h^d no 
certain time of duration, for that it was in the power of go- 
vernment to put an end to them, whenever it ihould be tnoft 
for the purpoie of goveroment fo to do j.and tbatconfequently 

government 
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government might harrafs individuals at prefent, as much sis 
(hey could do then. One of the arguments upon which Mr, 
Fox principally refted was, that annual Parliaments would 
leflfen the influence of the crown, declaring, that if any of 
his conftituents were to aflc him what our prefent misfortunes 
were afcribeable to? he fliould fay, the firft caufe was the in- 
fluence of the crown, the fecond, the influence of the crown, 
and the third, the influence of the crown ; to that, and that 
onlv, in his mind, could it be owing, that an unpopular and 
imfuccefsful miniflry, whofe meafures had ruined their coun- 
try, kept their oflices. He ridiculed Mi*, Onflow's opinion 
Its ftated by Lord Nugent, and faid, that noble Lord's whole 
fpeech was a fample of that contemptuous condudl, which 
mtniftry aflumed whenever they thought thehifelves feaire ; 
tkctr way conftantly was to be afraid, when they firft heard of 
any thing that looked like danger approaching them, and as 
foon as they began to think themfelves fafe, to turn the ob- 
jeft of their former terror intoderifion. So it was with thd 
petitions of the people ; at firft nothing could be more hum** 
^fe than the language of minifters refpcdling them ; they 
had promifed every thing, but now having again their ma- 
jority, they afi^e£led to laugh at, and to deriae that,, which 
they had moft ferioufly dreaded. 

Lord North began with ironically obferving, that as thd 
honourable gentleman who fpoke laft had conftantly gotie 
with him in voting againft every motion frmilar to thi pre- 
fent, which had been made from year to year, for fome years 
paft, and as no man was more fully acquainted with the prin- 
ciple on which it was objeflionable, nor had any man been fa 
able a defender of that principle, he was in hopes on this 
occalion to have had tl\e honour of being aflifted for once by 
the powerful and brilliant talents which diftinguiflied the 
honourable gentleman, and that it would have been linnecef- 
fary for any other perfonto attempt to convince the Houfe 
how miftaken thofe gentlemen, both within doors and with* 
out, Were, who imagined, that if annual or triennial Parli- 
aments were reftored, the influence of the crown would b* 
diminiihed. His Lordflilp having opened his fpeech in this 
manner, proceeded in a moft maflerly ftile of argument, tcf 
ihew the dangerous tendency of the attempt to fhorten the 
duration of Parliaments, (hould fuch an attempt be carried 
into execution. He faid, his Weas oh the fubjeft were not* 
newly taken up, neither had he acquired them fiiice he had 
any minifterial office or connexion ; that the firft time he had 
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ever prefutned fo folicit the attention of that Houfe, was to 
^n argument againft a motion fimilar to the prefent : that 
the matter he alluded to, occurred many years fince, and that 
his opinion had been confiderably ftrengthened by experience. 
He quoted ihe feiitiments of a great man, whofe name, he 
could not immediately recolleft, but who, fpeaking of tri- 
ennial Parliaments, had faid, that their confequence would be 
triennial treaties, triennial alliances, and a triennial peace;, 
that, in fa£l, fo far from accommodating public bufirrefs,. 
they would derange and impede its progrefs. His Lordfliip 
took up Mr. Sawbridge's hidorical account of Parliaments^ 
and (hewed that our anceftors had clearly In view, that Par- 
liaments Ihould fit annually, and faid, that by degrees, that 
end had been drawing nearer and nearer, and was now at- 
tained. That the nature of our conftitution, as it flood at 
prefent, required it. He further faid, if Parliaments were, 
to be chofen for lefs than feven years, no gentleman could 
poflib)y think of attempting to begin any great public mea- 
fure, becaufe he could not be certain that he fhbuld continue^ 
in Parliament long enough to bring it to perfeftion* Ha 
declared that every innovation ought to be watched with a 
jealous eye, becaufe when once the fpirit of innovation was 
abroad, it was impoflible to fay where it would flop. He 
ihould, had he no othef reafon, ohjcSt to the prefent motion, 
becaufe it was evident from what the honourable gentleman . 
who fpoke laft had faid, it was to be necelfarily followed by 
feveral other innovations. The noble Lord near him had 
mentioned the appointment of the Iberiffs, a matter verted in 
the crown for centuries ; the honourable gentleman had faid. 
with the moft perfeft eafe, as if the matter were ifcaUy 
trifling and indifferent, *^ that the mode of appointing (heriffs 
muft be altered, if the prefent motion was agrieed to, and 
the bill paffed," This, he faid, he did not approve, neither 
ibould he lightly affent to any alteration of the conftitution^ 

After very pointedly animadverting on the difficulties that 
would arife in cafe the eledions of returning officers were ta 
be almoft immediately followed by the eledlion of members 
of Parliament, and enforcing other ftrong objections to the 
motion, his Lordflup concluded with praifing the heajthinefs 
of the conftitution, as it ftood, declaring, that every attempt, 
to improve it, put him in mind of the epitaph on the tomb*^ 
ftone of the famous Italian valetudinarian, Cornaro, 
Stava bene^ volevajiare meglio--fi(i qui, 

*^ I wds well, I would be bctter-*4nd here I am," 

Colonel 
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Colonel Barre fupported the motion in a fhort fpeech, in- 
troducing Lord North's commiffion of account bill, and other 
temporary topics of oppofitional feverity, and concluding it 
with the words liberavi animam me am, 

Mr. y. Toimjhend very calmly declared, he had not made 
up his mind to the idea of Ihortening the diiration of Par- 
liament ; the motion however was of fo much magnitude, 
that it was at lead worth while to give it full difcuflion \ he 
therefore advifed the letting the bill be brought in, and 
sp to a committee ; not that he meant to fay, he fhould 
fupport it when it came there, but as it was the wifh of 
the people, he thought it deferved at leaft fo much re*- 
fpca. 

Mr. Rigly ridiculed the new converts, as he termed Mr. 
Fox, and thofe other gentlemen who had now for the firft 
time fpoken favourably of a motion which they had voted 
asainft uniformly before. He obferved, that the honoura- 
ble gentleman who fpoke lad, had not delivered his fenti^ 
' ments with his ufual warmth, or as if he was remarkably- 
fond of the motion. He argued very flrenuoufly againft 
innovation, cfpecially where the Houfe was not made ac^ 
quainted with the butt or goal to which innovation was to 
be carried* He took notice of an honourable gentleman's 
having {poke againft the motion, an^ then walked out of 
the Houfe [alluding to Mr. Pitt, who had left the Houfe ac- 
companied by his lather-in-law Pinckney Wilkinfon, Efq»J 
and faid, he liked what was fubftantial, and fhould ever 
prefer a vote to a fpeech. He alfo, in very ftrong lan- 
guage, Ihewed the inconvenience that would follow an 
alteration of the duration of Parliament, and ftated his 
reafons at length for being againft the motion. 

Lord John Cavendijb fpoke againft the principles of 
ihortening the duration of Parliaments, but wilhcd the 
motion might be agreed to and the bill go into a com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Byng was decidedly for the motion ; and in reply to 
what Lord North had faid refpeding triennial Parliaments 
producing triennial alliances, afked where the noble Lord s 
alliances were ? 

Mr. Burke fpoke againft the motion, faying, that it it 
were carried, and triennial Parliaments were introduced, 
ihe influence of the crown would be moft fatally increafed ; 
Jf annual Parliaments were the fort agreed upon, he aflerted, 
that there would be no conteft, andconfequently, that in 

faa 
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fa£l there would be no eleftion. He declared, the queftion 
relative to the (hortening the duration could not be faid to 
have originated in the wiflies of the people, for it never yet 
had been properly before them ; if it had, and they had 
fairly difcufled it in every point of view, he did not doubt 
but they would have feen the danger of it, and determined 
wifely againft it ; qui caute deliberanty facile pronurtciant. He. 
faid, however unpopular his fpetch riiight render him, it 
Was his duty as an honeft man to deliver his fentiments oix 
fo great a fubjeft, that his conftituents might fairly know 
what fort of a perfon it was, who offered hinifelf as a can-r 
ditate for their votes at th« next eleSioii. He then pro- 
ceeded to a mod ample inveftigation and difcuflion of thfe 
whole fubjcdl, exhibiting with all the power of pencil* ivhich 
he pofleffes, ami with all that glow of colouring, which 00 
man can more beautifully difplay, that the confequcnce of 
fliortehihg the duration of Parliament, tvduld tend to «n- 
creafe cori-uptiDn, to ruin individuals, and t6 extend the in- . 
fluence of the crown. He reprobated the! attempt by try- 
ing a triennial Parliament, as dangerous in the extrfitne. 
If the experiment failed, we could not go back to feptenflialv 
Parliaments without deftroying the weight and importance 
which the interference of the people at large ought atlways 
to carry with it. He gave a detail of the triennial Parlia-^ 
itients in the reign of William the Third, and (hewed, that 
though they were little better than biennial ParliatheAts, 
there was tnott corruption in them, than in any oiir hiftory 
recorded to have fat. He inftanced the cafe of the E^ft In'dit 
Company*s bribery of the members, mentioning the Sptaier's 
being obliged to put the queftion on his own expulfidfi, ahd 
the affair of Si^ rhilip Mufgrave. 

After fpeaking molt ably in fopport of ihe fepfenHial, or 
a^ he termed them fcxtennial Parlidtnents, he bid Xht noble 
Lord in the blue ribbon, and thtrfe near hitlS ntrt flatteir 
themfelves that oppofition was a rope of fand, or that the 
chain was broken, bcC:lure he did xxck agree with his 
honourable friend ntdt him, or i^te honduraible Alderman 
who made the motion ; there w^s, and t^oiild be f6uhd td^ 
be, an eflential diftin£tion between atl amicable diffbretice 
cf opinion, founded upon principle, and hoflile difcord. 
He trufted the noble Lord would find him as tough a link 
as any in the chain, and he dlJiii^ed it](le Hbuft though 
he fhould vbte af^inft hrs hdjiotirablc friend to-night^ he 
&ould vote trith mm a«am to«pmorrow# 

Sir 
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Sir Jofeph Mawbey rofe to fpeak, but many members 
b^ing an^tious for the queftion, the Houfe divided on the 
^ueffioti : 

Ayes 91 Noes 182 

As foon. as this matter was difpofed of, the majority of the 
members leff the Houfe. 

Mr. Eden movM to have the New York port bill read a 
fttond time, giving the Houfe to underftand, that the ho- 
lifourabfc gentleman who meant to oppofe it [Governor 
PoH¥tiall] v^as gorie, but 'had declared to him, that as he 
flimild have an opportunity of oppofing the principle of 
if, when the motion was made ** For the Speaker to 
I&VP the chair," he would n6t oppofe it on the fecond 
lading. 

Sir JaMes Lowfhtr remonftrated on the impropriety of 
reading it a fecond time in fo thin a Houfe, and in the 
• albfente of the honourable gentleman alluded to, who wa^ 
gone away, and who had told hi.m in the courfe of the 
crfrfcriing, that he meant to oppofe the bill on the fecond 
reading, but that no other buunefs would come on that day*.. 
To attempt to read now, therefore, would be a catch, and' 
dlight not to be allowed. 

Mr. Eden faid hfe did n^^t Underftand the phrafe which the 
Ifdtiburable Baronet had ufed ; that he had no view what- 
rfirer but fairnefs and fervice to the trade of his country, in 
^virig hiflifelf any fort of trolible about the bill. The 
Koriourable gentleman from whom oppofition to the bill was 
ftt^tGttAj had told him juft before he left the Houfe, that 
he fhould not oppofe it in that ftage, .as he fhould have an 
equally good opportunity of oppofing its principle, when the 
queftion came to be put for the Speaker's leaving the chair. 
He addeff, that in HSi nothing would be got by reading it a 
fecoiid tikne then, but a little time, for if the bill was to be 
throWn out in confequence of the oppofition intended, it 
cotild as effeftually be defeated in either of its fubfequent 
ftages. 

The Speaker confirmed Mr. Eden's aflertion, declaring 
that the honourable member had alTured him that he 

Sould not oppofe it in that ftage, before he left the 
oufe. . 

A general cry of " put the queftion," '* put the queftion** 
jffevailing. 

The Speaker had nearly finilhed' putting itj when 

Vol. XVn. ' y Colonel 
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Colonel Barre rofe and faid, that certainly if there was a 
doubt whether the honourable gentleman meant to oppofe it 
in that ftage or not, it would be but fair and decent not to. 
proceed upon it till the honourable gentle^man was prefent 
to anfwer for himfclf. 

Mr. W, S, Stanhope was of the fame opinion. 

Sir James Lowther rofe again, and maintained, his for- 
mer argument, declaring that the honourable gentleman in 
queftion had told him that very night, nearly twenty times 
over, that he fhould oppofe it on the fecond reading, he. 
mult therefore recur to his former ex preffion, and repeat,, 
that if it were read a fecond time, it would be a catch 
and a trick ; M the honourable gentleman had told any 
body that he fhould not oppofe it in tTiat ftage, it muft be 
Cnce ten o'clock, but he did not believe he had faid any fuch 

The Speaker again ftood up, and declared that he had told 
him fo exprefsly. 

Lord Bcauchamp faid, that let the prefent difference of 
opinion arife from a miftakc either one'way or. the other, 
the honourable gentleman*s obje6iions to itj he u;>deriIood, 
went folely to the claufes which the ^Lords had introduced 
into the old bill, and which were copied into this new one; 
the honourable gentleman therefore would have ample op-; 
portunity of flating his objedlions when the bill was in a. 
committee; indeed the honourable. gentleman had brought 
in the former bill himfelf ; it was not very likely there- 
fore, that he fhould wifh to oppofe this upon the fecond 
reading. 

The Speaier told his Lordfhip he was miflakcn ; that it 
was the principle of the bill which- the honourable gentle- 
man meant to objeft Co, jtnd therefore he murt obje<5 to 
it either on the fecond reading, or on the motion for his 
leaving the chair. He fubmitted it, however, to the com- 
mittee, whether it was worth while to lofe fo much time 
upon the matter ? Why not agr^e to read it a fecond time 
another day ? 

Ay, ay, ay, being echoed through the Houfe'; 

Mr. Eden rofe again, and begged to fay a word .or two 
before the matter was decided. The bill then the fubieft 
of difcufljon, had been brought in by him, merely to relieve 
the trade 6f this country from the very great difficulties it 
laboured under, . and which difficulties became more and 
moro ferioiis and fevere, the longer the pafling of fobne 

fuch 
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fuch bill was delayed. He himfelf had no perfonal intereft 
in the bill, he begged therefore, to hear no more cf catch 
and trick ; it was a language he did not underftand, and a 
language he was not difpofcd to receive from any man. 
As far as regarded the bill, he was the fervant of the Houfe ; 
he had brought it in, in (^onfequence of their diredlion ; he 
felt no other fatisfadlion in the trouble of taking care of it 
in its Parliamentary progrefs, than arofe from aconfcioufnefs 
of contributing as far as the bill (hould be fuffered to go, 
in aflifting the diftrefled trade of his country. The ho- 
nourable Baronet, being a man of much larger property, 
and (landing more diftinguifhed than he did, was more con- 
cerned in the fate of the bill than he was ; every man of 
property was interefted in it. The honourable Baronet 
therefore might take it to himfelf, if he pleafed ; he was 
very ready to refign the care of it. 

Sir James Lowther faid, he had nothing to fay again ft the 
bill, nor Ihould he oppofe the fecond reading, whenever it 
(hould'be, he only had thought it decent to move it in a ful- 
ler Houfe, and in the prefence of the honourable gentleman, 
who it was expe'fted would oppofe it, 
• Mr. Eden then agreed to move for the fecond reading 
of it th6 firft buTmtfs to day, and if that was acquiefced 
in, faid, he would move to have it committed for to- 
morrow. * 

The Houfe rofe at twenty minutes after twelve. 
', . \May 9. 

'* Th6 Houfe, after difpatchingfome prfvate bufinefs^ went 
ihlo a committee on thie bill for permitting, for a limited 
jtirrie, the importation of cotton wool for the Levant and 
Mediterranean feas. 

Counfel were then called to the bar, and Meflrs. Erfkine, 
and Pigot heard againft the bill. 

As fooh as the counfel withdrew, two wttnefles were 
he^rd in fiipport of the allegations flated in tlie petitions 
on the table, from the towns of Lancatter and Liver- 
pool. 

It being at length moved that Mr. Rawlinfon, who dev 
fcribed himfelf as agent for the petitioners from the town, 
of Lancafter, and whbfe name likewife being figned to the 
petition, be called to the bar, to give evidence touching 
the fafts flated in the petition, an objedion was taken. 
to his competency, which produced a debate of feveral 
hourjs. . 

T2 \v 



324 P A R L I A MjEU T A R Y A. 1780, 

It was urged againft receivingfhis evidence, that being a pe- 
titioner as well as an agent, he could not be examined to the 
fafls ft^ted in the petition he had hin^folf ft»ted ,?nd aflfcr^ed, 
as ah interefted perfon, to be true. 

* It was contended, th^t he coqld iip examined to the faSs 
he had ftated as an agent, but npt as^ petitioner. 

It was aflerted in reply, that perfpns, merchants, &c. had 
been frequently examii;ied, though they were fuppafed to have 
an intered in the iflfue as merchants. 

A diftinfUon was taken between information given a^tthjC 
bar to the Houfe, >yhere there ^yas no oppofitiop, and the 
evidence of parties entrufted in the cafe of an a£lual oppoil- 
^ion, which was the cafe in the.prefent inftanqe. 

It was faid in anfweV, that though thebbjedtion .taken went 
to the credit of the witnefs, it did i?ot go to hjs competency. 
it was at length agreed, the current of the committee running 
tharway, that Mr. Rawli^fon be heard on the ground of 
competency. The fpeakers, in this intricate controverfy 
about order, were Lords Norjih, an^d ;G. anc) J. Cavendiflif 
Mr. turke, Mr. Bamber Gafcoigne, Mr. Montague, and Sif 
Grey Cooper, who arjg^td the point of order very ably, Sir 
WiJliam Meredith, Sir William Bagpt., Sir Xdaip Fergufon, 
$ir George Yon^e, Sir Richard 5.utton, Mr. Dempfter, Go- 
vernor Pown all, Mr. Eden, Mr. Pul(i)^y, Mr. P^anant, and 
three or four others. 

Mr. Rawlinfon was then called to the bar, and g^ve a v^ry 
long teftimony. The principal fa£lis which he ftated were, 
t|iat the average price of coti,on wopj was in 1 774 about is. pd. 
per^ound ; in 1776, and 1777. is. 6d. ppr ppucid ; in 
177S, IS. 3d. and in ,1779, is. od.that the total qgantity im- 
ported, upOn an annual average, was about four million^, of 
which two millioi}s, or more than two millions^ \Y^^p import- 
ed into the towns of Liverpool and Lancaftef, ap^d tha^ hc 
did not know how rnuch of t^.e fame had {)een1mp9rted from 
the Levant and JVfeditjerranean feas, but referred the comrait-r 
tee to the accounts lying qn the table for that in format ipp. " 

' ^ May io. 

The Houfe having refolved itfelf iptq a cnnrjinittee, and 
tlir. Ord having taken his feat at the table, the committee 
proceeded to lill up the blanlfs in the clanf^^s of the millt taif 
bill ; the firft claufe that caqie uiide^^cqnfidera^ipri was that, 
which enadcd tha^t the pblic brewer, vvitliin t^^ trills of mor- 
tality, flipiild be entitled to a drawl^^ck, b;^. a ft^i<^ allqw^- 
aiice being madeiiim on each barrel of beer. 
Sir Grey Cooper moved, x\\2Lt j,V\fe bl^Luk Ihould be filled up 
t/i the words " one {hWWne anoL io\\\-^^vvc^^:' 
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This gave rife to a (hort debate. 

Mr. irhitbread {M^ that the London brewer might pofli- 
My be able to bear this burthen at prefent, becaufe noalt was 
at a low price, bcit declared if malt (hoiild rife, the London 
brewer miift' either leave off brewing or be ruined. He mind- 
ed the noble Lord in' the blue ribbon, that when he firft open- 
ed his in;^ntion of laying an additional tax on malt, he had 
flated tf^9 he (hoiild fo condud and frame the bill, that the 
burthen fhould fall upon the private brewery, and not upon" 
the public brewery, obferving at the fame time, that the lat- 
ter already paid confiderable taxes, not one of which at all 
aflTefied the former. Mr. Whitbread added, that the draw- 
back, if itpiaflted at is. 4d. per barrel of beer, was by ho means 
eXjualto the duty that the public brewer would pay on the quan- 
tity of malt ufcd' in brewing that barrel of beer ; he Rated, in 
, proof of this affertion, the number of quarters of malt ufed 
by the London brewers in the couffeof a twelvemonth, and' 
theeXcife office returns of the number of barrels of beerbrew- 
cd, whence it plainly appeared, that the drawback was fomc- 
what lefs than the duty. 

Lord North faid, he had a good deal turned in his mind,^ 
the queflion whether the allowance was fufficient to the pub- 
lic brewers or not, fince the committee had laft fat upon the 
bill, and that upon mature confine rati on, and a careful re- 
ference to authentic accounts, he was convinced that a draw- 
back of one (hilling and four-pence per barrel, within the 
bills of mortality, was as much as could reafonably be ex- 

f)e6led by the brewer, and as much as the public ought to al- 
ow. The honourable gentleman had argued upon the pre- 
fiimed ground, of his having declared, that the drawback' 
fhould be fully equal to the duty. He begged the honour- 
able gentleman and the commitiee to recollect, that he had 
Isliddown no fuch propofition. The propofition Hated by 
him, when he firft opened his intention of laying an addition- 
al duty on malt, M^as, that the private brewery, not paying; 
any of the late taxes, which affeded the public brewery, 
and the cruel exigencies of the times requiring thkt fo large a 
fum as 300,0001^ (hould be raifed on the fubjeft. the privatd 
brewery ftruck him as a fair obje6l of taxation ; but \ti order 
to obviate the objcdlion that might arife, and indeed to pre- 
vent the uneafinefs and the difcontents that in all probability 
would have arifen, if the * excifeman had been fuffered to en- 
ter the private houfes of individuals, he had bej^ijjobliged tb 
lay the duty in the firft inftance ; to lay it upotfrtalt, though; 
in fa£lf| it was a tax upon beer. This he oVirv^dv^-ac^^o^w -a. 

y 2 \:\\«Afciv«w^ 
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blundering bufinefs, and a round about way of coming at 
the private brewer, but as long as keeping the excifeman out 
of the houfes of individuals was infifted oq, there was no 
other way of doing it. When he had originally explained 
this mode of laying the tax, he had faid, that he (hould take 
care fo to lay it, that the public brewer (hould have no war- 
rantable caufe for raifing the price of his beer, fo as to make 
it come dearer to the lip of the confumer. That had been 
his proportion, ^ow in making the drawback, I e had care- 
fully looked into the ftate of the brewery, taking it from the 
year 1760, and examining, in the courfe of the laft twenty 
years, what had been the burthens laid on it by afts of Par- 
liament, and alfo examining what advantages the brewers 
had derived from the public, in oppofition to thefc burthens. 
The examination he bad made plainly proved, that moft of 
the late taxes had been fo tn^ny new fources of profit to the 
brewer, who had Ihiftedthe burthen from his own flioulders, 
and laid it with fome addition pn the fhoulders of his cufto- 
mers, who had likewife added ftill more upon it before the 
confumer pa^d for it. Upon an average review of both fides, 
and a candid ftriking of the balance, it did appear to him, 
that IS. 4d. though perhaps not exadlly equal to the new du- 
ty, was fuch an allowance as was reafonable and fair, and 
that fuch an allowance being made, the brewer would not 
be juftified in raifing the price of his beer to the public. 

Mr. fVhitbread rofe again, and faid, that fo far from taxes 
being a benefit to the trade, they were a very grievous bur- 
then on it. That they affcfted the trade more ways than one. 
That if the drawback went at is. 4d. fome brewers would be 
induced to draw greater lengths from their malt, and to brew 
bad and weaker beer ; the confequence ot which would be, if 
porter hacrhot that body and ftfength which it ought to have, 
it would no longer be falutary and ferviceable to thofe who 
drank it, it would be difliked, and people Would either have 
recourfe to fpirits, or ftrong liquors would be thrown into the 
beer when they drank it, all of which, he prefumed, were 
tnatters of great political confideration, and well worthy the 
attention of Parliament. Befides, had the noble Lord forgot 
the ftate the brewery was in four years ago ? Had he forgot 
that the t;rade was then almofl: ruined ? He thought it his duty 
to endeavour at leaft to prevent any of thefe confequences, by 
moving as an a'pricndment to the prefent motion, " that the 
allowance to the public brewer (hould be is. 6d. inftead of 
IS. ^.^er' barrel/' fie faid, he feared be ihould -not have 

/ '-/v -/ :.. .!\\ '■':■.' ••'.." • ^^'S^^ 



A. tySo. DEBATES. 327 

weight enough to carry the amendment, but he would ne- 
vcrthelefs try its fate. 

After fome more debate, the amendment was put and ne- 
gatived ; the original motion that is. 4d. be the allowance 
was then put, and carried. 

The nextclaufe was that for making an allowance to the 
country brewers. The blank in this claufe Sir Grey Cooper 
' propofed to fill up, with the words " one (hilling and eight- 
pence." 

This gave rife to another debate. 

Lord 'John Cavendijh faid, it was always a difagreeable 
thing to him to meddle with the taxes, or objeft to the 
fupply, becaufe though he lamented our prefent difficulties, 
and thought thofe who brought them upon us deferved 
the public execration ; he could not fay that the fupply 
muft not be raifed, and adequate taxes impofed on the fub- 
je6l ; he left the propofing and providing ihofe taxes, however, 
in general to the minifter, and as long as they were equally 
impofed, and not opprellive, he (hould not ODJedl lo them. 
On the prefent occafion he had been applied to by letters 
from various perfons in. different parts of Yorkfhire, point- 
ing'out to him t^at the new tax for malt, if impofed in the 
manner in which the noble Lord had publicly declared he 
(hould impofe it, would be a moft unequal tax, and a tax ex- 
tremely opprcflive and fevcrc upon the poor in that part of 
the county, who in general brewed their own beer. Thofe 
letters, he faid, ftatcd, that the operation and effc£l of the 
tax would be exceedingly unequal. That the brewer, or 
publican, who lived in a village where there was no olh^r 
alehoufe, would be induced to draw greater lengths from his 
malt, and his cuftomers having no other refort, would be 
obliged to drink very bad beer, or go without any ; whereas 
in towns where there were many publicans who brewed, and 
where there was a competition who (hould brew the bcft 
liquor, fome would unavoidably be ruined by it. His Lordlhip 
reprobated the tax as a very unfair one in many rcfpcils. 

Lord North repeated his former arguments, that it would 
be impoffible to (ay any tax that was likely to be productive 
of a large fum, without fome defcription of perfons or other 
being particularly affe^led by it. The cyder tax, which he 
had always thought a fair tax, and had never 'conceived 
himfelf oppreifed by it, though he had been one of thofe who 
were aflPected by it, had been, as genilemeni knew, loudly 
complained t)f by one part of the kingdom. A fmall compoj- 
fition would, as that tax was laid, have faved every private 
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family from what was held out to be a moft terrible circum- 
ftance, viz. the being liable to the vifits of an excifeman. 
He had been obliged to pay that compofition himfelf, in or- 
d6r to keep his Hqufe free from that officer's entering it ; but, 
as he faid before, it never ftruck him as any hardfliip. In the 
prefent cafe, he could not think that the tax would be fo fe- 
verely felt in thofe parts of Yorkfhire, which the npble Lord 
had fpoken of, becaufe if the poor found it difagreeable to 
pay more for malt than they paid before, they tiad nothing to 
do, but to leave off brewing, and to take their beer of the 
public brewer. Indeed this was one of the points in which 
the public; brewer would be benefited both in town and coun- 
try, becaufe as the private brewery might, and probably 
would, in confequence of the operation of this bill, aecreafe, 
the public brewery would naturally increafe. He was aware 
that this efFeft would not be fo much produced in the metro- 
polis as in the country, becaufe in the city he believed very 
lew perfons brewed their own fmall beer. In the environs, • 
however, feveral, and in the country great numbers did. If 
any of the latter difliked the tax, it was an eafy matter for 
them to refort to the public brewer. His Lordfliip again 
faid, that it w^as neceflary to raife the 300,000!. vvanted by a 
prodiiSive tax ; the prelent fcemed to him to be a fair one, 
and though it was impoflible for him to anfwer for it, yet he 
had every reafon in the world to believe it would turn out to 
the full as produSive as was expelled. 

Lord Jolm Cavendijh rofe again, and faid, what the noble 
Lord had fuggefted, relative to the opportunity which indi- 
viduals would have, of reforting to the public brewer, might 
be a very good argument, when applied to London, but that 
it would not hold a moment, when applied to the country in 
general, and for this ftrong reafon ; excepting in capital 
towns, there was no fuch thing as a public brewer an hun- 
dred miles from the metropolis. In ,York(hire, and thofe parts 
of it, of which he had before fpoken, there was no public 
brewer for five and twenty or thirty miks together. The 
poor families never dreamt nor heard of a public brexyer, and 
if they had a dcfire to have their beer of a public brewer, it 
wasimpoflible for them to have it fo in that part of the coun- 
try. His Lordfhip went into a general arraignment of the 
taxes impofed for fome years pa ft, and reprobated them as 
partial and impolitic. One year trie Weft Indies were to be 
taxed, and our revenue was to come from thence ! Another 
year the Eaft Indies! Another year America! AnQth^x year 
part of England, and fo on. All thefc idea3 of taxation wqrje 

' pitiful. 
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pHiful, ridiculous and contrary to every rule of found policy 
and good government. Taxes, his Lordfliip contended, 
(hould be fo laid as to bear equally upon all ranks of fubje6ls, 
^nd when fo laid, let the amount of^he money they were in- 
tended to raife be ever fo great, the burthen would be a light 
one, and no defcription oi men would complain of it. 

Lord North replied, and juftificd the prefent tax from the 
9iCCu(attons brought againit it by the noble Lord. 

Sir George Savile flood up in behalf of the poor in York- 
(bire, and repeated that information to the committee, which 
1^ had given them lafl week, relative to the pottage made 
from fmall beer and oatmeal, on which the poor near Halifax 
chiefly fubfifted their children. 

Sir Edward Aftky alfo rofe an advocate for the poor [in 
Norfolk] and reprehended the tax on general grounds. 

The queflion was at length put, and the motion was car- 
iriedp 

The next claufe debated was, that which ordained what the 
allowance (hould be to the public brewery in Scotland, on 
ftrong beer. 

Sir Grey Cooper moved to fill up the blank with the words 
** ten-pence." 

Mr. Dempjier rofe, and contended, that if the blank was 
fp filled up, it would be a great injuflice to Scotland. He faid 
he was aware of the prejudices always entertained againfl lor 
cal obje&ions ; but he hoped, if the committee would have 
the goodnefs to lend him their attention, to be able to con* 
vince them, either that the noble Lord in the blue ribbon had 
proceeded on a wrong calculation, or that he had totally mif- 
taken the ftate of the brewery in Scotland. He then ftated 
to the Houfe, that as the malt of Scotland was confiderably 
inferior to that of England, the committee had agreed to 
adopt the rule wifely laid down 55 years ago, and uniformly 
adhered to ever fince, of impofing only half the duty on the 
malt of Scotland, to what was^impofedon that of England, viz. 
6d. per bufhel on the latter, and only 3d. a bulhel on the for- 
mer. In confequcnce of this, the noble Lord had propofcd 
to make Scotland only an allowance of lod. per barrel, for- 
getting that the allowance was made on the manufadured 
coi,naK>dity, and forgetting that the arguments, in compli- 
an,ce with which it ha|d been agreed to ux malt in Scotland 
only half as much as malt in England, had turned entirely 
qn the flrong fa^SI:, that Scotch malt would only go half as 
far as Englifh malt; and that therefore when a barrel of beer 
vvas brewed in Scotbnd^ equal in quantity and quality to a 

8 . \i^\\!^ 
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barrel of beer brewed in England, twice as much malt was 
brewed in it^ and confequently that the barrel of beer had 
paid as much malt duty as in England, and therefore that 
it was entitled to the fame allowance. After arguing this 
for feme time, Mr. Defnpfter faid, that fo far from Scotland's 
requeuing any thing unreafonable, though the public brewer 
was as fully enthled to an allowance of is. 8d. per barrel as 
the public brewer in England, that the country would be con- 
tented with an allowance of is. 4d. per barrel. He therefore 
moved, as an amendment to the motion, that the words " ten 
pence" be omitted, and the words *' one (hilling and four* 
pence," be infcrted. 

This amendment gave rife to a long debate, in which Lord 
North, Sir Richard Sutton, Mr. Demplter, Sir Adam Fer- 
guffon, Sir Philip Jennings Gierke, the Lord Advocate, Sir 
Laurence Dundas, Sir William Cunnynghame, Sir George 
Savile, Mr. Whitbread, Mr. Cater, and Mr. J. Johnftone, 
took part. 

All the old ground of the poverty of the barley of Scotland 
in confequence of the climate, was touched upon.. 

Lord North maintained the original motion, and went jnto 
a detail of the expences of brewing a barrel of beer in Scot- 
land, with the addition of the taxes. He took the barley 
at four bufhels, and ftated the coft at 6s. 9d. exclufive of the 
taxes, which he rated at 4s. 5d. making the whole coft of a 
barrel come to 13s. iid. whereas it was faid to be fold for 
14s. 4d. Having ftated thefe particulars, he faid it was im- 
poflible that the aflertion could be juft, that the beer fold for 
no more than 14s. 4d, if four buftielsof barley were allowed 
for each barrel. 

Sir Philip Jennings Clerke, who had but juft come into the 
Houfe^ role, and faid, he was for an equality, and if Scot- 
land was paid a drawback of is. 8d. he fliould move that Eng- 
land be allowed the fame. 

He was told by the whole committee that the claufe re- 
fpeding England had palfeci the committee, and that the al- 
lowance was IS. 8d, exadly as he had declaredit ought to be. 

The Lord Advocate ironically complimented the honourable 
Baronet on coinciding in opinion for once w-ith the noble 
Lord in the blue ribbon. He then himfelf oppofed the origi- 
nal motion, and argued in fupport of the amendment. He 
declared, among other i^iatters, that as the two-penny, as it 
was called in Scotland, was now brewed, it was fuch poor^ 
miferable, naufeous fluff, that the old folks who were yet 
living, aijd remembered what the Scotch two-penny was in 

\^^Uec 
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better times, conld not drink it, but fickened at the fight of 
it. He enforced Mr. Dempfter*s argument, and declared he 
fliould vote againft the tax, unlefs Scotland was fairly dealt 

^y- . .. . • 

Sir Philip 'Jennings Gierke rofe to retort upon the Lord Adr. 
vocate, and faid it was the firlt time he had leen him fpeaking 
in oppofition to the noble Lord, and he mud fay, he did not, 
look very well in his new Situation. 

Mr. y. JohnJIone faid, Scotland ought to be dealt vvitji 
e<jually with England; if the original motion was carried,, 
the allowance would be both unequal and nnjuft. '^ 

Sir Adam Fergujfon very ably argued in fupport of the 
amendment, and. (hewed, that it ought to be agreed to, 
grounding what he faid on the faSs relative, to the brewery 
in Scotland, dated in an affidavit made by a public brewer. 
Sir Adam contended, that in Scotland the tax would operate 
exadly differently from its operation i,n England, for that 
there fcarcely was any fuch thing as a private brewer in Scot- 
land, every perfon taking their beer from the public brewer; 
the tax, therefore, if a proper drawback was not allowed the 

fmblic brewer, would be a very heavy burthen upon the pub- 
ic brewery, direflly contrary to the profeifed intentions of 
the noble Lord in the blue ribbon, when he firft propofed the; 
tax to the committee. 

Lord North replied, and gave an account of the prices of 
barley from a public regifter of the prices of corn in Scot- 
land. His Lordfhip faiv!, if the two-penny of Scotland, 
whrch he prefumed took its name from the Scotch pint, and 
was fold at a penny a bottle retail, was fuch wretched, nau- 
l?bus fluff as the learned Lord haddefcribed it to be, it could 
have no malt in it, and might as well be brewed 'from (hav- 
ings. His Lordfhip recapitulated his detail of the expences 
of brewing a barrel of beer. 

Sir Laurence Dundas rofc to fay, that though the word bar^ 
ley might ftand in the rcgKier of corn in Scotland, which 
the noble Lord had feen, that in Ta6l very little grew in that 
country, and none in many parts of it. He particularly 
dcfcribed the grain which grew on his owa eftates in Scot- 
la^id. 

Lord North faid, the regifter he had looked to, if he re- 
membered right, mentioned Argyle and Bute, which he pre- 
fumed were not the moft fertile parts of Scotland. 

Sir Laursnce Dundas explained this by (hewing, that barley 
was mentioned if a fmgle boll was fold, but that by no means 

proved 
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proved that enough was produced to make it an objeft of 
taxation. 

Sir PFilUam Cunnynghame mentioned the difference of grain 
in different parts of Scotland, and particularly the difference 
between the grain of Ealtand Weft Lothian. 

Mr. Dernier faid, the noble Lord's error in ftating the 
coft of brewing a barrel of beer in Scotland, ^rofe entirely 
from his allotting four buftiels of barley, inftead of four 
buihelsof malt to each barrel. That every perfon knew 
four bufhels of barley would yield moi-e than four bufliels of 
malt, and on that alone refted the whole profit of the brew- 
ery. With regard to the difference between the Scotch two- 
penny and Englifh fmall beer, he faid it was about the fame 
96 the difference between the wine of the northern, and the 
wine of the fouthern provinces of France ; the wine of 
Languedock, and the petit vin of the Ifle of France. He 
called upon the noble Lord to know if he had his information 
relative to the Scotch beer from the commiilioners of excife 
m Scotland. If the npble Lord would declare he had, he 
feijdy he would give up the point, but if he had not, he. begged 
the noble Lord to fufp^nd the matter for eight and forty 
hours, only that he might iiiform himfelf better on the fub- 
jed, and advifol the noble Lord to agree to a motion for the 
chairman's leaving the chair, reporting a progrefs, and aik- 
ing leave to fit again. 

Lord North in reply, went over the whole fubjctl again, 
and faid, if the prefent propofiiion for ten-pence fliould be 
agreed to, and it fhould afterwards appear that it was tod 
little, it might be encreafed by an amendment moved on the 
report ; but if it (hould now be encreafed, and fhould here- 
after appear to be too much, it could not be diminifhed on 
the report, becaufe the forms of the Houfe wcAild not allow 
that. As to the fufpenfion recommended by the honourable 
gentleman, it wouKl be full that length of time before the 
report could be made. 

Mr. Dempjier faid, he now faw clearly that the noble Lori 
had not informed himfelf properly on the fubjefl, and indeed 
he had fufpedted as rr^uch all along, becaufe the noble Lord 
had given the amount of the duty in Scotland for nothing, 
but had taken the whole 300,0001. upon the Englilh duty: , 

Mr. Dempfterthen went into a full detail of the ftate of 
the brewery in Scotland, and after a good deal more debate^ 
the queftion was put, and the committee divided on the 
amendment, Ayes 33; Noes 113. 

The 



A. 1780. DEBATES. 333 

The original motion was then put znd carried. 

They next proceeded to fill up the other claufcs, and at 
length divided on the queflion, whether 6d. or 8d. fbould be 
allowed on the barrel of two-penny (for though the commit- 
tee had made the allowance on two penny, the mean fubjeft 
of their preceding debate, the claufe really before them was 
itizt of the ftrong beer.) On the divifion, the numbers were. 
Ayes (for the 8d.) 17. Noes 116. 

Mr. Qsytoriy while the ftrangcrs were out on this divifkxiy 
ipoved that they ihould not be admitted again. 
May II. 

Mr. Claytgn having laft night given notice that he (hould 
move for the Grangers to withdraw, as foon as he could come 
down the next day, no ftrangers were this day admitted. 
The plea on which this new and fingular objeftion, (for new 
9nd lingular it is, confideribg the cuftom of late years,} is 
ffrounded, is an opinion, that ftrangers contribute to heat the 
Houfe, to the inconvenience of the members. It is a little 
extraordinary, that this objection (hould be juft now taken, 
vhen there are rarely fo many as two hundred members pre- 
fent at a time, and remarkable thin galleries. There were 
i;iot thirty ftrangers in the gallery, when they were excluded, 
apd not one hundred and fifty member^ below ftaiis. 

The ordfjr of the day was read for the fecond. reading' of 
the eIe<^ion qualification bill; the fame was accordingly 
read, and committed for Tuefday the 23d of May inftant. 

A motion was made, that the a£t of the 8th of George II. 
cap. 30, intitled ^^ An a<^ for regulating the quartering of 
foldiers, during the time of the ele&ipn of members toferve 
in Parliament," and the fame having been read by the clerk. 

It was moved, ^' that leave be given to bring in a bill to 
exempt the city of Winchefter out of the faid a£i, fo far as 
relates to removing the troops during an ele6^ion." After a> 
diort converfadon, the Houfe divided. Ayes 39. Noes 21. 

The order of the day was read for the Houle to be put intu 
a committee on the ftate of the war. The Speaker then left 
the chair, and 

Mr. Z). Hartley rofc, and informed the Houfe, that Sir 
Henry Clinton had yfritten home for an additional number of 
troops ; but that owing to their not being fent him till thei 
month of March, when it was too late to render him theufe 
he intended them for, he had been difappointed of an im- 
portant expedition. The honourable gentleman wiffaed tn. 
I^npw why the troops- bad pot been fent in time, and moved,. 
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ift, That it is the opinion of this committee, that the pro- 
fecution of an ofFenfive war in America is moft evidently a 
meafure, which, by employing our great and enormoufly ex- 
penfive military operations againft the inhabitants of that 
country, prevents this country from exerting its united, vi- 
gorous, and firm efforts againft the power of France and Spain, 
;|nd has^o other effe6t upon America than to continue and 
thereby to increafe the enmity which has fo long and fo fatally 
fubCiled between the arms of both ; can be produdive of no 
good whatever, but, by preventing conciliation, threatens 
the accomplilhment of the ruin of the Britifh empire. 

2dy That an 'humble addrefs be prefented to his Majefty, 
ftating the matter of the foregoing refolution, and moft ear- 
neftly entreating his Majefty to give his moft gracious con- 
currence therewith ; to exprefs, at the fame time, that his 
moft, faithful Commons ihink it their indifpenfiblediity to- 
lay thefe their thoughts before' him, aS conceiving that they 
Ihould betray his Majefty, and thofe whorn they reprefent; 
if they did not diftinilly ftate, that the public affair's of this 
kingdom are in fuch a fituation, that every poflible exertiori 
of pnidence and vigour in- the public councils muftnow of ne- 
ceffity be called forth in the public caufe ; to reprefcnt to his 
Majefty that the two points of reftoring peace to AmeHca, 
and of maintaining the honour of the crown of Great Britai^i 
in the fight of all foreign powers upon thofe ftrift principles 
of fmcerity and public faith, by which alone nations can be 
helden together, are the neareft to- the hearts of his *tAbft 
faithful Commons,^ who haVe the fuUeft'cionfidence; that,' 
aflifted by his Majefty^s Authority in the prbfecUti'bn of ^rii- 
deiit and vigorous' councils, they ftiall be enabled to maintain 
the hotnour and reputation o^ this country againft any con- 
federacy whatfoeVer, and that a reconeiiiatibn with AVrterrca* 
maybe cfFedted upon beneficial, juft, and honourable terms? 

3d, That leave be given to brin^ in a bill to invet!* the 
crown with fufficicnt powers to treat, confult, and finally to 
agree upon the means of reftoring peace with the provinces 
in North America. 

-r Lord George Germaine faid, that no requifition for troops 
had been received from Sir Henry Clinton, and that thofe 
fcm, had been ordered for America, merely becaufe it had 
been thought an advifeable meafure at home-. ' 

Lard Irnham bbferved, that the Houfe was very thin, and 
Aat the matter had, therefore, better be poftpohed. 

After feme: fartnfer converfation, in'thp c^urfe of -which' 
jjijr. I'ownfhcnd complained mucVv of the bad attendance of 
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the members; it was refolved, that the committee (hould re- 
port a progrefs, and fit again on the 25th inftant. 

Sir Grey Cooper then moved, ** That the report from the 
committee on the malt bill, be now brought up." After a 
little co'nverfalion, the Houfe divided, Noes 22 ; Ayes 69. 

A claufe was next propofed on which a (hort debate arofe ; 
and, upon a divifion, there appeared for it. Ayes 7 ; Noes 95, 
. A motion was next made, that this bill with the amend- 
ments be ingrofled, Ayes 86 ; Noes 13. 

On bringing up the above report, Mr. ^^ Johnjione made 
one more effort in favour of Scotland, relative to the draw- 
back, but it was fruitlefs, 

S\t. James Lowther alfo divided the Houfe on a motion to 
infcrt a claufe, enading that the counties of Weftmoreland 
and Cumberland growing big and bear, (hould be put on the 
fame footing as Scotland. Sir James loft it by a confiderable 
majority. 

Sir fVilliam Bagof then endeavoured to obtain an exemption 
in favour of Burton-upon-trent, declaring that Burton ale 
was brewed more for exportation than home confumption* ^ 

Mr. Sawbridge fpoke againfl this, and faid, as Sir William 
was a firm friend of the noble Lord in the blue ribbon, and 
had uniformly fupported him in all'thofe meafures which had 
brought ruin upon the emj^ire, he did not fee why Burton^ 
fhould not ihare in the public misfortunes, and pay its quota 
of the public burthens. 

Sir William Bagoj's propofition was negatived. 

The order of the day was next read for the Houfe to be 
put into a committee on the militia bill; the Speaker then 
left the chair, and the committee having made feveral amend- 
ments to the fame, ordered the report to be received on that • 
day fortnight. 

May 12. 

As foon as the mifcellaneous bufinefs was over. Sir Grey 
Cooper moved the bpne lace bill — inflead of four per cent on 
foreign lace, ten per cent was moved. ' - > 

New malt- tax bill engrbifed. Sir Grey Cooper moved 
third reading. Mr. Powyi obje6led to it,, as a motion by 
furprife, for which the Houfe was jiot prepared. Mr. Burke, 
Mr. Powys, and three or four others, fpoke in the debate. • 

Lord North difapproved of paffing the bill in the flate of 
preparation the Houfe was in ; and it was agreed upon by- 
both fides of the Hotife, tq . put off the third reading till 
Monday the 22d inftant. 

Lqid 
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Lord North now gave notice of the army extras aii'd Eaft- 
India bill. 

Mr. Hujjej moved to adjdum jhe Houfe till Monday the 
atd inftant. After fome debate refolved in the ]:segativey 
for Monday 22, againd 31. 

Lord Beauchamp moved the tobacco bill ; after a fliort de- 
hate, bill ordered in. 

Mr. Darker moved the ffecond reading of the bri1)efy elec- 
tion bill ; on the queftion put, Ayes 21 ; Noes 36. 

The Houfe went into a committee of fupply, voted a 
million and an half to pay off the navy debt ; after a feort 
debate it was refolved in the affirmative. 

The Houfe went into a committee ijpon the Levant ttaae 
bilL Much conversation at the bar to very little pur- 
pofc. The witneffes werb defircd to withdraw abt^iif nirier. 
The debate continued till twelve, when the queAiofl was 
put, that the word cotton be omitted, which was agfeed to 
without a divifion. 

A few minutes after twelve the Houfe tofe, and adjduriied 
to the 1 8th. 

May 18. 

Agreed to the report of the refolutions of Friday laft oW 
the fupply : That 1,500,000!. be granted towards paying 
off the debt of the naVy. 15^7001. to make good the likc^ 
fom iflued in purfuance of addreflfes of this Houfe.— *.I4,^4S1. 
for defraying the charge of the convifts on the Thanftes— ^ 
11,7121. for defraying the charge of additional cftmpatiies^ to 
the militia for 1780, including cloathing.—468d. to m^e 
gpod the deficiency on the pay of additional C6tn|^anies of 
mlHtia not providisd for in 1779.— jOjO^dl, fbr defraying the 
charge of new-raifcd levies for 17 80. 

Came to a refolution on lace, viz. that the duties payable* 
on the importation of foreign thread lace at the rate of 4s. per 
dozen yards do ceafe ;'-rthat in lien a duty of lol. ptff cent ad 
valorem be laid on the importation thereof; to be Y^ptlrted 
on Toefday. 

The bill for better fecuring the docks and ftoreis ^ Ply- 
mouth, was read a third timey and pafled. 

The third reading of the malt bill was, upon-motiorii put 
off till next day. 

Sir Grey Cooper ^rekxititd a bill relative to the Ifleof Mata? 
and for regulating the trade thereof. 

The Somerfet-houfe bill was read a fecond time, and com- 
mitted for Wednefday next. 

Mr. 
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Mr, Pen/on moved the oi*der of the day for the fecbnd* 
reading of the bill for permitting the troops quartered at prt*- 
fent at Winchefter, to remain there during the next general 
eIe£lion for the county of Southampton. 

Colonel Barre objeSed to it, becauft^ othel* expedients 
might be found, fuch as removing the ekdion, as had been 
done upon a former occafion, to another place, or puttitlg the 
regular forces, during the time of election, under the com*- 
n3and of the civil power of the magiftracy of Winchefter. 

Sir George Yonge and Mr. Temple Luttrell fpoke wariftly 
againft the bill, as a manifeft innova'tion, which would open 
the door to others of the fame nature, and defeat the purpofes 
of this ftatute, which was made to fccure the freedom of 
eleftiions. 

Mr. Stanhope pleaded for the neceflity of the mfeafure in 
tTie prefent fituaiion of af&its, Winchefter being fo full of 
French and Spanifti prifoners ; and he ftatcd feveral incoh- 
veniences in removing the ele£liort to another place, parti- 
cularly the expence to the voters. * 

Mr. Penton informed the Houfe, that if the eleflions 
continued to be made at Winchefter, the troops could not 
be removed on account of the fafety of the inhabitarits, a* 
there is a diftemper broke out amongft the prifoners in the 
jail, which the phyficians fay, is of the fame nature With 
that which lately tagcd at Gibraltar, and is epidemical. 
The infedlion arofe from fome diftempcred Spanifli prifoners, 
and the vigilance of the troops Would be requifite to prevent 
a communication with the town. 

Mr. Dempfler fpoke againft the bill, and thfen took notice 
of the humanity of the French to our prifoners on a late oc- 
cafion of ficknefs amongft them ; they fent four phyficians 
to infpeft into the nature of their difordcr, atid to afford 
them all pofliblc relief, though the diftemper was fo Violent 
that three of the phyficianS fell a facrifice to their humanity. 
He therefore faid, he flioUld moVe the Houfe at a proper op- 
portunity, that able phyficians (hould be ferit to Winchefter 
fo examine into the (tate of the prifotiers, j^nd to give thenl 
all poftible afliftanc^. 

Mr. Penton alTured the Houfe, that proper perfons of the 
faculty had been fent to take care Of the fick prifoners ; with 
which Mr. Deitipfter feemed fatisfied.. 

The bill was then read a; fecond time, and comtriittcd. 

Colonel Barre moVed, that it be an inftruftion to the 

Committee to receive a claufe for removing the cleflion froifl 

Vol. XVII. % Winchefter 



538 P A R L I A M E N.T A R Y A, 178Q. 

Winchefler to fome coovenient place nc:^r it, which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. Pultney next mov^d for leave to bring in a bill to 
exempt the city of Shrcwfljury in the fanfie manner from the 
(latute. This was warmly oppofed by Colonel Barre and 
the other gentlemen who were againft the other bill, and they 
pow declared they would vote againft both, fince the confer 

?[uence they had torrfeen was now depnonftrated, and if they 
nffercd one innovation on the aft of George II. motion 
would fucceed motion for bills of exception, till the whole 
force of the ftatute was taken away. The Houfe divided 
upon the motion, when there were 58 votes for it, to 24 
apinft it ; at^d leave was accordingly given to bring in the 
Bill. 

The Houfe la a committee next proceeded to confider 
of laying certain duties on tobacco, coming in Dqtch bot^ 
toms from St. Eiiftatia and the Weft-India iflands, and of 
kgalizlng the importatipn. After fome debate the committee 
came to levefal refolutions, which were ordered to be reported 
this day. 

Mr. D, Hartley complained of the gallery being (but againft 
ftrangers, and faid, the people of England were at this time 
pecuUarly interefted in the condud of their reprefentativcs, 
and that it was neither fair, nor decent, to (hut them out, 
and prevent them from hearing the reafons given both for 
and againft the meafures propofed by gentlemen of either 
fide of the Houfe. Mr, Hartley argued this point in a very 
handfbrae way on the part of the people, and put the im- 
preflion, which (hutting thedoors made upon the minds of 
their conftituents, in various points of view, each tending 
to (hew^, that the nieafure was likely to produce a bad ef- 
fect without doors, without anfwering one good purpofe 
within. 

Sir Richard Sutton defended the Speaker by declaring, that 
there was a (landing order of the Houfe againft the admif* 
Hon of ftrangers, and that any ixiember had a right to move 
to have it enforced j that a member had lately moved to 
have it read ; and that being the cafe, ftrangers were neccf- 
ferily excluded. 

Mr. Hartky rote SipLin, and faid, he was not at all obliged 
to the honourable Baronet for his information, becaufe h^ 
was as wife before as he was then. He was perfeAly aware 
qf the ftanding order, but as that had been made long fince, 
ud wa^ aa poteut all the fdliofi as juft at prefent, be wi(bed 

ta 
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to know why ftrangers were how cxchfded, and h^ had hoped 
the Speaker would have been fo kind as to have informed hiot, 
as it viras from his authority ottly that he wi(hed to learn any 
thing refipefting the orders of that Houfer 

TTie Speaker \d\A^ there i^'as a (landing order of the Houfe 
dgainft the admiffion of any ftrangers, that an honourable 
member had lately moved to have that order read, and that 
being the cafe, however miich inclined he might himfelf be 
to the contrary, he was reduced to the nece({ity of orderii^; 
the gallery door to be (hut. 

Mr. T. Luttrell very (Irenuoufly maintained the caufe'xif 
tht ftrangers, and faid the world would not bcfatisfied with 
Aich an excufe as the ftanding order, nor admit that as a res* 
fon, becaufe as the order was not enforced before, thef 
would not be inclined to think there could be any greater rea- 
fon for its being enforced now, and would rather think the 
true caufe for thus taking it up, was a confcioufnefs that the 
budnefs in which the Houfe then were, and were likeFy to 
be employed, was of too dark, too unjuft, and (00 unwer^- 
rantable a kind, to bear the light, or meet the eye of day. 
He (hewed the bad confequences likely to attend the (hutting 
out of ftrangers, if the meafnr^ was perfifted in, obferving 
tliat their tranfaflions wmild be mlfrepirefented, and thcf pto^ 
pie grofsly mifled. He pledged himfelf, however, in cafe 
the order was perfifted in, t^take care that the public (houki 
know what was done within thofe walls, and faid, that if 
one order of the Houfe was enforced, to the prejudice of 
their confKtuents, he would move for the enforcing of ano- 
ther, by which mieans the Speaker would be obliged to come 
dciwn to the Houfe at ten m the morning, and the budnefs 
be infinitely longer in its progrefs than it was at prefent. 
He concluded with aiking the Speaker why (h'angers had 
been let in all the former part of the feffion ? If it was con- 
trary to order now, it had been equally contrary to order alt 
along. 

The Speaker rofe a fe<tond time, and f;iid, the teafon why 
he had not ordered ftrangers to be excluded before was, be« 
caufe he had conceived it to be the fenfe of the Houfe that 
they (hould be admitted; that it was his duty to attend to 
the fenfe of the Houfe ; that they were mafters of their oWn 
orders; but while they remained upon the book, he was 
bound to enforce them whenever he vras called upori (o 
todo. . 
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Mr; T.; Z,«//r^// afked from whence the Speaker derived 
his opinion, that the fenfe of the Houfe was more for 
enforcing the order now, than it had been for fome time 
part? 

The Recorder xf London put an end to the conveifation, by 
giving notice that he would nextday move either to fufpend 
or refcind the order. 

Lord North agreed that it (hould be the firft rhatter dif- 
cunTed next day. 

The Houfe refolvcd itfelf into a committee on Mr. Burke's 
bill. 

Refumed the committee, and proceeded to debate the 
claufe for abolifliing the feveral offices of mafter of the buck 
hounds, fox hounds, and Jiarriers. After fome converfation 
divided. Ayes 49, Noes 7^. 

Agreed to the claufe enafling, that the places of lieutenant 
and cnfign, and all other inferior offices belonging to the 
body of the yeomen of the guards, after the determination of 
the offices refpeflively in the prefent poflefTors; and alfo, that 
all commlffion and other offices belonging to the band of gen*- 
tiemen penfioners, (hall not be fdld, but filled by officers of 
the army and navy on half pay, of fifteen years fervice. 

Divided on the claufe, for abolifliing the office of pay- 
mafter of the penfions, &c. Ayes 64, Noes 79. 

Divided on the claufe, againft.the private payment of the 
penfions paid during pleafure. Ayes 79, Noes 115. - 

Moved 10 fill up the claufe for limiting the fecret fervice 
money, with the words " three thoufand pounds.'^ The 
daufe afterwards rejefted without a divifion. 

Divided on the claufe for regulating the order in which 
the commiffioners of thetreafury are to direft the payments, 
for which warrants arc to be fent by them to the exchequer, 
viz. the Lord Chancellor, Lord Keeper, Speaker of the 
Houfe of Commons, and Judges to be paid firft; the Fo- 
reign Minifters fecond, &c. &c. Ayes 58, Noes no. 
, Divided on rhe-claiHe for iflliing a commiffion» authoriz- 
ing the lords of the trcafury, chief baron of the exchequer, 
&c. to have power to call the feveral accountants before then), 
&c. in a fummary way, and to examine and audit, j^c. 
Ayes 31, Noes 68. 

'^ Proceeded to the claufe relative to limiting the. auditor of 
the exchequer's falary, and limiting the falaries of the two 
auditors ot the impreft, the chamberlain, clerk of the pells, 
clerk of the pipe, and tellers of the exchequer. But a mo- 
t/ion bcwg made at half pad eleven o'clock, that the chair- 
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Tiian quit the chair, report a p'rogrefs, arid afk leave to fit 
again, the motion was put and carried. • .■ " 

In the converf^tibti.dh.the clauFe for aboliffiing the |()lac6 
of paymafter of the penfions, Mr. Aldettnan Sawbridge oH 
ferved, that fihtfe the vote of the 6th df 'A'Jpfil, the influence 
of th<fe crown 'had 'been in. a pro|rcffive ftate of iricreafe. 
On that memorable ^lightj a majority ^f'T-ZZ gentlemen 
had voted, *' Ihat the influepce of the crqt\^n1|adincrcared; 
was increafing, and ought X6 \ft drnrii nifh'ed;*'-'- Great Ti^ftfri 
bers who com pofed that hfiajority, had proofed tRefecondpiW 
of the prbpofition, in;- their own perfon^, Jfa'lfH^cleiirfeft dOT 
inoft HnqtJeftionabletnahner. They halFfelt'its irtflueiice^Jttf 
Its fiiileft extent, biit they difapproved" bf "the- conclufiortj 
^ that'it ought to beidiminKhed ;" fofar frdm'it, in i^tmpft 
every fiibfequdnt vote they gave, .they declared," that irotight 
not tabe dimiT»ifhed,'and they very tenfifttittly rcflifed'tS 
dimihi(h it, whtch'was fuch a {)hfef)6nricnon'Trt poirt'ics ^jI 
required fome explanation, and her would, as f;ir lafe'heV^i 
able,- endeavour to account for it. . » / 

Some meafurcs were propofed in the courfe of thc^nfuine 
week, and a few country gentlemen, br county Itrem bers, 
from' what motives he would not prctend'tb fay, fcemed, of 
affeSed to be ftaggered; they divided fnom 'their friefrds, 0? 
abfented themfelves. But this was only .the fo^'Cr runner 0/ 
the fudden alteration which was about 10 take phcc— 
The fpeaker*s illnefscaufed a recefs of a few day^,and whaf 
whs then beTore in embryo; in the interim grew into full nia- 
turiiy. The minifter brought over perfons of a doubtful 
defcriptiort fo fuecefsfuUy, that by the time the Houfe nier 
again, fo many nev\r converts were made, as to enfiire tHe 
noble Lord a decided majority ; fo thkt, jn the fpacc of a few 
days, influence had fuddenly increaAd, rnore than it Had a.2 
any former period, in the'courfe'oT as rhany ijiortths ; ancf 
what thefricrkls of their country had been toiling and labour- 
ing to efFea, during the preceding part of the feffion,' vi^as at^ 
once demoliflied by the magic touch of the minifter, witHl 
great eafe to himfelf, and, he prefunred, with Infinrte fatis- 
faftion to the perfons thus miracnloufly converted. • The 
moment was critical ; the accurfed fyfterti which direSed the 
affairs of this coiinti'y to the very brink of ruin, was on tHe 
very point of diflblution, when by. the art and matiagcmeiit 
of the nfible Lord, it iJiras eftablifhed upon a firmer arid mdre' 
permanent bafis than ever. ' 

Lord Ncrih rofe with great warmth, and called Mr. Saw-, 
bridgeto orderi faid he had moft unjuftl^ atid^?\feVj •jio:?q&&\ 
Ynm^ that he might affert what W ^X^^ifcdi, Xivxv \sa ^<3>a^^ 
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pCfi^i Ms afTertions n'ith tbe cUrregard they merited. He der 
fied him to prove, that \\6 had employed. the influe.n<;e of th^ 
^rown in an KEnprcuper fl3anner> or had. endeavoured to influ- 
j^^e or corn§pt a ungfe individualf finpe his. entrance initp 
offjc;c,^Aft«}r betraying fome (ymptpmii pf bcipg much hurt 
at the charge^j he treajtSl |;l>e affaini^ hivufu;^ ftrain of plear 
k^tyy. The hon. gentlcrhan bidy he was s^t a lofs to aiccount 
for the conduS,ol. ^vcral of the gentjeipen who voted in thf 
in^prity ot.tne(5th of April. I^e would help him. to ^ full 
fpjfwer, without rffofiing to the ci^ufes which! the hon.. gen- 
tijeman had Go| i^r^omy amgned.. He^elisved/as mijch as the 
\^<?n^ gentlcfnan, jthsjt ihofe who compofed the maJQri^y of the 
^h ot April, vot^d agreeably to their a;>nfcienc^y ^nd upon 
9; fuli cqiiiyidion of thq truth of the propofition that i^ight ro< 
folvedto be true; but fonri|e, upon mbrc mature deliberation^ 
find others from feeipg the improper lengths it was.mQaint to 
fxtcpd; the effefls and confcquences of thofe refolptipns, de- 
clined, to proceed any further; the former had returned 10 
their wonted good fenfe and confiderjce in governoi^pt; th^ 
latter r^fufed to proceed further, without knowing whither 
their partizans intended to lead them. Without, therefor^, 
feekin^the caufe of their fubfcquent conduct, in new ^urce^ 
of influence, or as operated upon by corruption, he beggc4 
the lion, gentleman to cpniider, that it was much more likely 
that men did not think themfelves bound to afl: wrong in 
cver^ inftance, becaufe tbey had done fo in one inflarice; an<jl 
that others, who ftill approved of the vote of the 6th of 
April, did not perhaps think it neceflary to introduce ai 
gr^^ter.evil, in order to get rid of one which did not .(eeijn to. 
tj^tm fo dangerous to the ftate ii) its confequepces. . 

Mr, (?. Rous, after meeting feveral of the nd^^l^e hofd's ar^. 
gumcpts in a very able ^nd fpirit^d manner, obierved^ that 
St^e noble Lord, with lii^«ifus|l dexterity and acjdiiefs,. hsid evi- 
dently evaded t))(e. implied charge madp ag^iipj^ him by th4^ 
ton. member, tj^e worthy aldermi^v?, under the galliery. It 
V^s, however, of? yery fetious nature, and reqiuired a^nothcr, 
kind of anfwer than that which had been givefi by the noble 
l4>id, Blt^Aering, and flat contradiSions, and vociferous 
calls to order I might anfwer purooles upon fome opcafions; 
he ha;l often k^own the noble Lord to triumph by thofe; 
ipe^ns, but not quite fo often as when the noble Lord h^d Fe- 
courie to his fart^ in the fcience of parliamentary debate, that 
of turning into ridicule, and treating in a light and ludicrous. 
foaoper, the moft grave, imporUnt, and interefting fubjedts.' 
TAfi burning of ^ towHi the \q(^ oi ^^xQvui<^.o|^4|rmy, did 
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n(it, in the common and vulgar apprehenfions of mankind, 
furnifli a proper fubje£t for a witty (Ipeech. The blood of 
rhoufandsy and the wade of millions, did not, in his opinion, 
furnifh a very apt thcfis for humour or epigrammatic points, 
much lefs the lofs of at leaft one-third of the Britilh enipire ; 
vet, though not a very old member, he was of fufllicient uand- 
mg in that Houfe to fay, that he heard thofe feveral fubjeds 
treated in the manner alluded to; but America being at a 
diftance ; the fate of the captured army being long fince de- 
cided ; the millions being fuiidcd, and the blood fpilt, now 
beyond the power of recovery, no harm could enfue from tbe 
noble Lord giving a vent to that witty vein which was fo na- 
tural t6* him, and which he was known to poflefs in a" very 
eminent degree indeed! Here the charge was. perfonal to the 
noble Lord, and afliimed a different fhape ; (b tliderent, as to 
forbid, in bis opinion, the moft exuberant fancy from indulg* 
ingitfclf in witty declamation. What did it import? It weut 
to.accufe the noble Lord of having corruptee members in 
that Houfe, in order to obtain a majority for the purpofe of 
defeating the petitions of a great majority of ^he conltituent 
body of the ele£lors of England, and IHII a greater majority 
of the people at large. If the charge was not true, why di4 
not the noble Lord infiQ on having the honourable gentle- 
man's words taken down ?. This, he faid, was the rcgiilar and 
parliamentary mode of proceeding ; not by rude and indecent 
contradiSions in one part of his fpeech, and by an attempt 
at ill-timed ridicule in another, endeavour to evade it by al- 
ternately ridiculing wTiat the honourable gentleman had ad- 
vanced, or giving it a dixtSt unqualified contradiction, with- 
out a tittle of proof or circumftance to fupport it. He-knew 
the charge to be true himfelf ; and the noole Lord was con- 
fcious, it he had put the proof of it on the honourable gentle- 
man, that he would have made it good* The Houfe might 
vote as it pleafed ; but the people mud fee, under the circutn- 
ftances defcribed, the real means which the noble Lord hiftl 
employed to procure a majority fubfcquent to the vote of the 
6th of April. 

Mr. Alderman Sawbrtdge maintained, in moft.dired, 
manly, aiid unqualified terms,. his former aflerti <n He was 
fatisiied that tf)e noble Lord bad, during the Spcaker'i^illnersy 
influenced^ or corrupted feveral of the ^najoiity of tjiQ 6tb 9f 
April } and niore than th^t, for he was convinced that h^ had 
tampered with' inar^y. If the noble Lord .was prepared to 
meet the Charg(^^ tie'qaredhinitotqrkedoyKnliis wrrdsi fo* if 
he did, thougn perhaps if mtghtbedifSciilt'to' prove the ac- 
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tual corruption, he was ready and fully prepared to go into 
the aflual proofs of the tampering, or of offers having been 
held out to influence, fome of the members of that Jloufe to 
vote againft their former opinions, their perfeft conyiftion, 
and the interefts oJF their^ountry.* 

Lord North ma^e a (hort reply ; faid, he defied his accu- 
fers tQ make any fuch charge good againft him; and if the 
honourable gentlepian was To well informed on the fubje£t, 
as he pretended tO.be, it was hjs bufinefs, as the accufer, to 
bring the charge forward j fpf as the honourable gentleman 
had avoided aliy fpecification, it was imp'offible for him to en- 
ter into a defence of his coijdu<5 till h6 kne\y the nature or 
•crrcumftances on which the acc\jfation was founded, 

Mr. Burke having declared his intention of hot dividing the 
Houfe upon any of thp future clai^fes in his bill, proceeded 
• to prefs 42, infifting only to have the (:laiifcs rc^, and negar 
*tivcd, fq that he might get rid of his bill, that it fliould be 
neither an eyefofe to his adverfarics, nor call for the tire- 
foipe and lifelefs attendance of his frjends. One half of the 
members immediately quitted the Houfe on this potice. The 
claufe for allowing a certain funi only as ^ friary ((> the au- 
ditor of the receipt of the exchequer, the two auditors of the 
impreft, the chamberlain, clerk of the pells, clerk of the pipe, 
and the four tellers, in lieu of all falarics, perqu{fite^, f^es, 
and other emoluments, after the death of the perfons who 
now enjoyed thofe offices rcfpeftiyely, was then read. 

Lord North faid, he did not approye of the claufe as it 
flood now worded, but he liked the idea extremely well ; he 
ihould therefore wi(h to have this claufe poftponed, and the 
chairman to report progrefs, and afk leave to fit again. 

Mr. Burke faid, his patience and his fpirits w^ere both ex- 
haulted; and begged the favour of the noble Lord to be fo 
Icind and merciful, to put an end to his fufl^erings, ?nd nega- 
tive this, as well as he had the four preceding claufes, Hi§ 
plan, if adopted upon the large fcale on which he laid it 
down, would have faved to the nation above a million per 
afnnum, and it was hardly worth his Ldrdifhip's while to tor- 
ture hip ftill further, by keeping him under the prefTure of 
this unfortunate claufe, for the trifling laving which would 
^rife from it. 

* Lord North ohferved, that it was then within a quarter of 
ilev6n o'clock; that the^ gentlenien who had fat out the 
whole evening wpe much latigued with the multifarious bii- 
^inefs that had Been brought before them; that the claufe rcr 
quired (otnt attention \ and that as he and the hon. gentld- 
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man agreed in the principle, thcy.might readily determine on 
the wording of the claufe between -thcmfclves, out of the 
.Houfe. He adcled, that it could tqaVe but a diiference of one 
day. . ' ' 

The friends to the bill laid, that the poble Lord was as 
well prepared now as he would be the n^xt day... Why not 
alter the claufe according to his o"vvn liking? for he might be 
affured, frame it as he might think- proper,, that fide 5f the 
Houfe would make no oppofition. . /- 

Lord North replied, that he had not, nor, could then make 
lip \\\^ mind upon. the manner he would wi(h to h^ve the 
claufe altered, ^nd if gentlemen were determined, he, would 
regularly move, that the chairman do report progrefs, and 
dc>ire leave to fit. again.. The other fide infilling thai the 
'claufe ihould be. difpofcd of, the qucftion was put, and the 
committee divided ; Ayes 68, Noes 31, to report prc^iefs.. 
, The "Houfe .being now. refumeii,. Lord Nortiy to the BJAor- 
.nifliment of aH prelent, fojTe, andmoycd, contr^ry^ to; ah inti- 
»mation given' early in the :3^y,tha? thp malt-J[)iU be read a 
^third tinje. • jl*;. '.'..•';.': | , .,,, ■ ;■>..: i:.-:. -, ■ 

His owii axgtime^ts, a fcjw ipuiujtesi^bf^re, wepeji^^ ;n>- 
to^cy upon hm; '.he; w j? remi^iidec^,. t jyit ge^ttlemeA ^\}o had 
.fat out i^he wjbole eveni^ng, -who had ^9n€i,fo mu(;h.iufineft, 
tand gorte through fuch an heap of mifaell^^pus mattei?, who 
'were exHau fled and tired out,.o!jghtfnot.t,9 be prelf^ tOjenter 
into a frefh debate at folate in. jiQUE* .If it was hatlfafterlen 
Vhen the noble Lbrd^ pleaded ^hatcijrqqmQ^;nqefp ppwerTuJIy, 
as a reafoQ not tpgo throi^h thQ,x^)aU|fe• ijt, fills'. now. paft 
.eleven. . In ftort, after. fon)cfarcaftic.obj(?rjatippf^deli^^^^ 
in an iror\ica]. ftrain, on the verfatVlity Af .the^ft^i^ble L6id!s 
conduct, they jproceeded to arake fonfe very f<?v^re*r.Qfledliaos 
on his want.Qtjcandour. 'jTh.eyjjfbj^qd him to jfccpj.ia6l, that 
nine out of ten, of the gentlemen. .whapTieai}t to fpeak. pr v<>re 
on the bill, were gone home uflfl^r ar^id^a ths^v i^. would not 
coine on tha^.day ; and that. corifeqUentiyy pr^^ftng it in their 
^bfence,^ would oe .Holefs liqfoir tlj^n .fliameful.and indecent. 
-^Mf. |^6biqf9n.gQt ,the wpi^d, dprmg this difcpvrfr, to gp 
find count the Hpy,fe, Hi^ report" ]ivasj that tljiere .wer^ 43 
members befideSjtIje.Spcakef in^th9H9afjp^. : 

Lord Jy^r/^ pg^ii^xbfej and. infifteii pn going iptojl\e or^^^ 
oftheday. .' ..-' .* . '. ;;' , \..\ , .ii,,. ;•,...; ; 

Mr^Byngy havingXikewife counted tneHouf^^ and Ijeftone 
pf his friends p^ h^. legs fpeaking, \^q a(i;idth^othAr.j^lev<;n 
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The members or ayes were told in, and the whole Hoioib 
confided of but 31 ayes, and not a fmgle no. 

Lord North theti moved to have the malt-bill (land the 
firft order as yefterday ; but he was informed fjrom the chair, 
'that was impoffible, as there was no Hotife, confequently 
thb order muft be rdfumed the next day* 

May 19. 
. T^ht'Reeorder'^ London made his pronlifed motion relative 
to giving fatisfaftion to the people refpefting the grievances 
^fcffbrth in thfe5f petitions. His motion was fubftantially 
' tWs^ thbt there be no ttiore Turns of money granted for public 
ferviees till the grievances ftated in the petitions be redrelTed, 
The motion was feeohd6d by Mr. D. mHkyV 

The Recorder W3fs up for nearly an h6pr, .was very able, 
«nd remai*kably wtll heand. ,The point on which his motion 
turned was, that the bill upt^n the table, whi^ ttopd the firft 
-order of thee day (the malr4)itt) being now the'pnly tax bill 
^hich had not^paffed tfie Houfe/ and tne principal o^bney bill 
'^f the fe(Iioh> that Houfe -vwcmWlliive' no -fdiilier controul 




fffoiifeas in4mous"tty the hteft'pofterity^;' ^A mijorify of 
t|i»t.M6ii(e had votdJ^^'that the inflriehde of fhii crown had 
«Acre^fed^ was encn^fin^ and ought to be dlmlnrAied* 
They had done ntorfc; tfie^ hW fpec5fi<ally reftlveil, tliatft 
.w«« the dttt^ of ^hat flfdofc to tedrefs 'the grievances cotti- ' 
^fi(in«i of'Jh' thfe pcflfi'ons of thife cbuhti^s, cities, and bo- 
r^ittghs of thft'kirrgdbrn^ and had, by acknowledging that ft 
w^ais'theirtety,botmdtfterrtfelves thereby to thfe people, and 
•td tach other, to givfc the pctittohers relief. ' \ 

Bkrt if'iiMightliey harfhithfeito neglefted to pfefforW that Ib- 
l?mn engagement to thfe public, they had it ftill in their 
power; but wait, perhftaps, hiii for a few hobrs longer, and 
tHat power Would be diveftedfrom thettl for eVefi. A dllTo- 
•lutlon was agreed upon, on aill hands, hot to be v.ery far dif- 
tant; confequently, the prfefertt Parliament wifutd Adrtly be 
no more. He begged leave to explaii) particularly what hfc 
meant. The bill whicK wxls'to b'e read" the next in order, was 
the nrnk-biH; that once p^d, that Houfe ^ould lofe all 
controul over minifters. * The only ipeafure which paflfed 
that Houfe wwards'lefleriing the influence drtbtrcfown, was 
4he cdritraaotsbitt; wh»t Was riie^atccrf hf The principle 
on which that bill proceeded, was denied by the Lbfds, Wht) 
^ai«c the moft unequivocal pxootottJxt reality of the influence, 
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which they denied to ea^ift.. The)r put a negative on it, by 
which means the wifhes of the majority of that Houfe, and 
the people without doorj^ were fruftrated. The only means 
then the Houfe of Commons had left, was not to refufe, but 
to fujTpend the fupplies, til) fotne one grand efie£hial meafure 
was carried through both Houfes, and pafled into a law. It 
was the onlvconititutionAl mode, and had been frequently re«P 
forted to when the other Houfe, under the influence apd di« 
re£lion of tbe minifters of the crown, had denied the people 
redrefs. He then entered very fully ii;ito the queftion, and 
proved in a moft able and convincing manner, the indifpen^ 
fablft neceflity there w^s of taking fome cffedual ftcp for th6 
relief of the pec^le. . . 

Lprd North rofe to reply ; but the queftion being called 
for, the Houfe, at "feven o'clockj divided, 

Ayes 54.. Noes 8.9... 

The order of the d^y for the third reading of the nyilt-tax 
bill was then read> which g^Y^ rife, to three or foji|x diSexia^^ 
debjates, ' ' , ' 

Mri Hartley fpoke acainft the bill, on the id^a that minify 
ters had broke their i^ithwiih Parlianaept, m having aa- 
vifedhis Maj[efty to aflui:^ JPyliap^nt, ^ tfje pp/Bipix)g jof the 
fcffiori, that the great (upgJtes. ti^ woi(iIJ,li^|obliged to a(kf 
froin them in the'c6ui:re orthe^'fcffiQU, fm4^))p eippjpjfed ia 
Vigorouis efforts agaiiiftogf foreign, eh eqoTfs, ; . v^herea^, in the. 
courfe of feveral months,' not a Angle effbrtji bi;i;t ;whaf firoitc! 
' from mere chance or ,ac9ide«it, had been made againfl: our 
foreign enemies, but all qur exe^ioj)* had bfi^n..dirc6led 
againfl our Anriericsip fubjecis : he, as o^^e,. ifhfrr^fbre,, could> 
never txuft men wftbhad fo ^toftly dep^te^ ftopi tfcje affu- 
rances they had.advifed their bovcrcigiji to gi\|e JParliament^j 
and which they had thus grofsjy viob^edi' .. 

Mr. T, Luttrelt founded his chierobjefllori to the bill on 
the ground of the mifapp.liqajtion of the gr^t&.of parUaitiest. 
The money was moft fcahdaloufly and Saaajefvdty wafted, or 
tot$il!y with-hcld; wafted zx\A l^t^iibed in corriopmig there- 
prefentativcs of the people, and in pu/chaii^gve-^ajpofouij 
in tine^ in fapping the foundations of the cior\uitj^aiai|:—r With- 
held, in many infuuices, particularly in the niv'alddpartment*' 
This, he faid, was a matter that c^llerf'for fjjrioijs. enquiry^, 
for if not fpeedily put a flop to, it might be pr.gdufitivjerpf ibe^ 
raoft ferious confequenceS. It had hitherto only produced 
two or three trifling mutinies.^ but if Parliaqic^t diid not in^ 
terfcre, probably ]the cofltagig^ woulcl e?ctend uf^lf through. 
|the whole fleet. 
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He inflanced the late mutiny ifSpilhcad. Many of the 
featnen, he was well informed, who entered at the cbmmencc- 
inent of the war, had never received a fhilling of theii^ 
wages ; fome of therti had three ye^rs pay due to them. They 
were (hifted over, from (hip to Ihip ; Wnd thus, while them- 
fclves were naked on 'board, and m Vant of every neceffary 
fuitable to their fituation, and their Wi\^cfs and children ftarv- 
rng at home, or left upon the pw<h>s" a buirden, iifcw indi- 
viduals were amaffing* immenfe foi'tnnes, darned by the la- 
boiirj blood, and 'lives of the oppreflTcd*. and 'much-to-be- 
pitied feamcn. ' 

Tht Recorder (f Lovion oppofed' the 'bill upon the fame 
ground on vvhich he fupported his^iiotion: He did not rife, 
he faid, to ptt an abfolute negative ; the wir muft be carried 
on, and a provifiOiO made for" its maintenance. What' he 
wifh^d wasj Jo fuTpend the tax, or ^oflpotie it till the people 
had got fatisfaaibn refpefting the complaints contained in 
ffieiV'pbtiriViViis/ ' He at length moved, ««ih^t the bill be read 
a, third tinpe on .that day fortnight.". Upon this queffion the 
HoufediviHrftf, ; '"^ '. ' 

. . M :.! iii -Ayes 43^.' ." ^m\6%. ' 
■ The bill xvis^tMeft'i^ad'r'tMi^^^^ Savlh 

ft)f^,'aind gave hi^'|reajr6nsit.^lar]?^^ ^^p^^ thejirinciple, and' 
fevcral of the.pVip'd'Ctiojis Whidnt'coiitained*. fi motion wais. 
iVi'ade tD^bftit^tfe tlijfe w6rd'i«sry i6tcharge\ on tl:^is ^ueftion 
tTie'HduJbai+ided/"-' , - . ■'••■■ . ' ^ 

'^v- ........ ■.■-^es'29:^ 'NoeCiQS.' : 

*' After uJiWiards of (hree hours debate the queflion was put, 
" that this bill do now pafsi"^ this brought on another de- 
bitfe ahd'diyifion,' AycS 136, Noe^ 56. The bill was or- 
dered to the rLords, aind the Houfe rbfe about 4 quarter be- 
fore ten o.*clock, iind adjourned to the 22d» 

• Colonel j5irr/ rtioved, i. "That it is the opinion of this 
Houfe, that the fbm of 1,588,6171. is. js ftated in the papers 
prefented tothis HoufeVtb have been applied to the fervicc 
of his Mdjfeft/s ■ for*ces in North America, from the 31ft of 
January, 1779, td the i (t of Feb. 1780; of Which fum no 
account whatfoever hks been laid before Parliament. The 
faid fum "beingoVei* and ^bbve the pay, cloathing, provifions, 
\vith the exp'ence of freight and armament attending them, 
ordnance, tranfport fervice, oats,' blantcts, expeuce of In- 
d-ians, pay of x:ertain general and general fjaff officers^ pay 
of feveril cotottiltfarles, and otlwr alfowances for the laid 

' forces," 
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forces." — Upon the queftionbeing put it p^fled in the nega- 
tive without a divifion. 

2.. *^ That it is the opinion of this Houfe, that the fum of 
3,796,5431. has been applied, to the fcrvice of his Majefly's 
land forces in North America, in the years 1775, 1776, 1777, 
and 1778, of which funi no fatisfadion has been laid before 
{Parliament. The faid ifum being over and above the fums 
ftated in thS accounts for pay, doathing, provifions, with the 
expence of frdght and armament attending them ; ordnance, 
Uanfport fervice, oats, blankets, expence of Indians, pay of 
certain general and (laff officers, pay of feveral commifla- 
lies, rum, and other allowances for the fjiid forces." This 
likewife pailed in the negative with a divifion. 

3. *^ That the pra£lice of incurring and paying extraor- 
dinaries of thp army, to fo large an amount, without either 
explanation or fatisfadory account, and without authority of 
Parliament, is not warranted bv precedent, is a dangerous in* 
vafion of the rights of this Houfc. and one of the grofs 
abufes in the expenditure of the public money complained of 
in the petitions of the people.'* 

After a ihort debate the Houfe divided. 
Ayes 24. Noes 44* 

4. " That the creatiojp of new, unneceflary, or fmecure 
offices in the army, with confiderable appointments, is a 
profufion of the public money, ;^nd the more alarming, as it 
tends to encreafe the unconftitutional influence of the crown." 
JPaffed in the negative without a divifion. 

The Houfe was afterwards put into a committee of fupply 
on the extraordinaries of the army. 

The firft rcfoluiion propofed was, " That it is the opinion 
of this committee, that a fum not exceeding two millions, 
four hundred thoufand, and eighteen hundred pounds, be 
granted to his Majefty, in order to defray the expences of the 
extraordinaries of the army for the year 1780." 

This gave rife to a debate, in which Mr. Rigby was 
called upon to explain how it happened that fuch large fums 
remained in the hands of the paymader-general at the end of 
every year. 

Mr. Rigiy faid, that though large fums were apparently in 
the hands of the pavmafter, at the end of every year, in fzQ, 
the money was difturfed, by being borrowed for other fer- 
vices, which were paid in advance. He mentioned that he 
and the late Mr. Grenville had frequently conferred toge* 
ther on the fubje£l:, and endeavoured, by every means in 
their power, to leflen the expences of the public, as far as re* 



350 ^ P A R L I AM EN T A R Y A, 1780. 

garded paying the army, and bringing the extraordinaries to 
a certainty as nearly as poflible ; that it was idle to talk of re- 
ducing them to precife eftimates, becaufe froni the nature of 
theTervice, it was impraaicaWe. As the cafe ftood, k reft- 
ed in a great meailireoii the difcretion and good management 
of the commanders in chief abroad ; that when they dtew^ 
the treafury iflbcd warrants, which wcr6 his authorities for 
large fums, and tbe'lecretary of war's drafts for fmaller ones ; 
that he had no other vouchers, and was, as all his predecef- 
fors had been, without any other fecarity than a reliance on 
the juftice of theHoufe, - 

Sir George T&nge moved by way of amendment, toIeaVeout 
the words " two millions," andinfert'** one million." 

May 23. 

The Houfe in committee on the bill ^' to explain and 
amend the feveral afts for fcturing thefreedom of Parliament^ 
by farther extending the qualification for Membelfs to* fit in 
the Houfe of Commons, and for rendering the fame more 
cflfeftual ;" 

Hon. James Luttrell obferved, that an zSt founded on prin- 
ciples derogatory to the freedom of the people's choice of re- 
prefentativtfs, couM not pretend to proitiote the freedom of 
Parliament ;that if property alone tnade friends to the liber- 
ties OF purfe of the lubjeA, the Houfe of Lords was more 
free than the Commons ; but h proved the experiment to be 
abfurd ; for no nian could difpute the enormous influence of 
the crown in that afHlocratic affembly. The aft of George- 
the Second, relative to qualifications, was carried by furprife 
at the latter end of a feffions to court the landed intereft, and 
lis inefficacy had been the only reafon he could trace why fuch 
an afl' had been fufFered to exirt. It was unconftitutional, be- 
caufe if the Houfe of Commons could at their pleafure raife 
?Ba1ifieations to hojd feats, they might either totally tbolifh 
arli^ments by requiring the 558 members to have 15,0001* 
2t fear a piece, or at leaft raife it, fo as to confine the people to 
a choice of reprefentatives amoiigd a few of the mort opulent 
famflies in the kingdom, which would amount to an arifto^ 
cracy. The queftion therefore appeared to him, whether we 
(ftoUTd render more efFe£tuai an ad of Parliament which 
ou^t U> be repealed. 

Th^fc who thought that evading thataS had jproduced HI 
oonfequences, fhouTd bring fome proof of the faSf. It (boiild 
be^pr<)ved, that the great majorities of Parliament which had 
plunged this country into a war with America, and fui!ered 
i/r# ym&t of fo much pub\\cueafure> where a ntajority com- 
X ^ofcd 
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pofed of inen, whp, evadiog the Aft of Queen Anne and 
Ixeorgc the Sqcon4> b^d co«^ into Parliament in needy cir* 
cuftiftaftces, and that their indigence had occafioncd them to 
vote an American war derogatory to their confcience, and 
thai the minifter had been followed merel)^ to gain a liveh*- 
hood, tx (houtd be proved, that at the fame time all the L«rds* 
cMeft fbns, the membef« for the u^ivcrfities, all the Scotch 
members, all members of high rank and landed property in 
Parfiament, had virtuoufly endeavoured to oppofe all thefe 
ruinouiS nieafures, and, proudly, with their independent for- 
tunes, fpurned at the influence of the crown, and (hewn 
fhemfelves above temptation. If that could be proved (the 
very reverfe of which muft ftare every man in the fiice) then 
the honourable meifiber'9 bill might boaft of a reformation of 
ihe Houfe ; then he might fay, make the next Parliament men 
of landed property, and the liberties and purfe of the fuhjoft 
will b^ better fecured ; ^ben he might lay the caufe of all tl>e 
grievances complained of by the people of England upon 
ttiembers of that Houfe, who he prefumes to have evaded the 
aft he means to render more effeftual. But the faft was prov- 
ed over and over again, that the influenee of the crown had 
be^n, and ever would be, more powerful among courtiers and 
men of the firft rank and fortune, than with thofe who were 
nearer the interefts of the people at large. 
' If the principle of the bill was approved by any, it was 
Upon a doft'rine over and over again exploded in Parliament, 
(har the landed intereft was the only conflitutional mode of 
reprefentation. 

It had been admitted by all men, and all parties, that offi- 
cers were ht reprefeiTtativcs of the people ; that their profef- 
fional information was of ufe ; that they (hould in a free coun^ 
t/y hold theitifelves to be citizens and fervants of the ftate, 
not vaflals of the crown. It had likewife been admitted, that 
monied iticn, who pay to every tax, were proper judges of 
taxation, and it mud be admitted that the houfe tax, and 
all the taxes which monled men pay, took oflF a burthen from 
the landed property, as it affifted to raife the fupplies of the 
war. It had been admitted, that gentlemen who come front 
the Eaft and Weft-Indies, dependencies of Great Britain, to 
ibetid their income in England, had as great a (fake iiv the 
fuccefs of our wars, in the exi(t!ence of our liberties, and in 
the taxes his fortune muft largely contribute to, as any gpn- 
tleman of 3001. a year landed eftate. It mu(l be admitted* 
that Qioncy was as neceflary to raife fupplies as land ; that 

without 
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without a market the produce of the foil would not enrich the 
landlord, and that we cafinot fubfcribe to the loan in kine. 

The bill was therefore ill-founded if it refted on a princU 
pie that the landed intereft would compofe the mod properi 
the moft wife and well-informed Parliament, or that an inde- 
pendence of 300I. a year in land, would prevent them from 
looking up to titles, ribbons, high officesjor even places and 
penfions. He thonght it a much founder principle to lay 
down, that a free 'Parliament can alone exift by a free choice 
in the people to chufe men for their abilities, integrity, love of 
liberty and ufeful knowledge, to condudl their bufmefs, and 
fupport their rights in Parliament, 

It had been urged that it would prevent fliam qualifica- 
tions ; but it was not adequate to that purpofe : for the qualifi- 
cations for Scotland were to remain at a third lefs than a qua- 
lification for England : and fince Scotch members tax Eng- 
lifh fubjedls, why were they not to be equally qualified ? 
Theirs would therefore be, in the fpirit and fenfe of our laws, 
a iham qualification. 

The Houfe of Lords contained fome Peers without eftates, 
andvet their eldeft fons were to be eligible to fit in the Houfe 
of Commons ; and that was a (ham qualification. The bill 
therefore was undoubtedly a partial profecution of profef- 
fional men, annuitants upon landed fecurity, monied men, 
and perfons who refide in this country, and fpend'the whole 
income of their eftates, fituated in parts of the Britifh em- 
pire though not in England. 

The bill was indeed favourable to Weftmihfier-hall : for 
it laid a foundation for litigious law-fuits [their being no fine 
for a falfe accufation] and Weftminfter-hall was to vacate 
feats in the Houfe of Commons, if the members* qualifica- 
tion was not to the jury's liking. 

The bill had another very extraordinary efFeft,' becaufc 
thofe who fupporied it had earnelHy oppofed a propofition 
made relative to the Chiltern Hundreds, to enable members to 
vacate their own feats : and this qualification bill puts it in the 
power of any member to vacate his feat, by difpofing of 
five pounds la yeai* out of his regiftered quali^cation, and 
enables him to be chofen for any other place, by -re-pur- 
chafing the fame five pounds a year. 

Though an annuity of 300I. a year upon landed fecurity 
was a qualification, the bill attetiipted to make it liable to very 
expennve law fuits ; a man out of Parliament was not obliged 
to produce all the writing^ of his eftate, becaufe he had fold 
:in annuity, and it certaiuly nvlght lead a man into diflicuU 

ties 
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ties in other law-fuits, to produce all the fettlements ilnder 
which he claims his eftate. 

The bill afFefted the virtue of reformation, while it was 
ftriking at the root of the conftittjtion: The grievarices of 
the people did not arife out of an evafion of the a£l of 
Queen Anne, and if they have not petitioned to limit more 
cfFe6lually their choice of reprefentatives, Mr. Grenyille's 
bill was the faireft mode of trying the legality of a Member's 
feat in Parliament, and Weftminfter-hall ought not to intei*- 
ferc. TheN Houfe of Lords and Commons would become 
equally ariftocratical if this bill pafled ; for if the principle 
6f the bill is once admitted, it is eafy to add to qualifications, 
and only admit Lords* eldeft fons, and a few great families, 
to be eligible to fit in Parliament. Mr. Luttrell therefore 
trufted that on the report it would be rejefted. 

After a (hort debate, the Houfe divided, for the bill 89, 
. againft it 28* , 

Maf 24i 

Sir Thomas Qavenrig moved, for leaVe to bring in his bill 
for empowering juftices of the peace to make a proper prqvi- 
fion for the wives and children of men impreflbd itito his Ma- 
jefty*s naval fervice. 

^ Lord Ongley, Sir Herbert Mackvvorth and Mr. Whit- 
Worth feverally objefled to the bill, on- the ground that it 
would open a door to the like requeft in favour of the land fer-^ 
vice, and tend greatly to difcdurage volunteers; 

Lord Nugent and Sir Matthew White Ridley were of dif- 
ferent opinions, and thought the bill of a very falutary ten- 
dency. 

The Houfe then divided on the motion, 28 for it, 36 
againft it. • 

In a committee of Ways and iileans, Lord North faid, that 
jBS many objeftions had beeri made to the laying an additional 
. tax on coals, he had ceafed to think of it, and would, in lieU 
thereof, propofe an additional duty on fweets or low-made 
wines for fale, of fix- pence per barrel, whicH would taife the 
fum of 9875I. He had alfo to propofe an additional duty of 
id. per pound on all ftarch and hair powder. This tax he 
thought exttemely rcafonable, as the prefent tax upon thofe 
articles of 2d. a pound were Jaid fo long ago as the lothand 
1 2th of Qiieen Anne, and had flood at that impoft from thofe 
periods of time. This laft duty, his Lordfhip faid, would . 
produce upwards of I9,obol.'as it at prefent* ;yi elded an an- 
nual anriotint of 38,342!. thofe fums put together, his Lord- 
lb ip farther obferved, would very well make up the deficiency 

Vot. XVIL A a ci^caSxw\^\ 
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opcafioned by relinquifliing the tax propofe^ to have beea 
bid upon coals. He obferved, that the layiog an additional 
duty on coals^ would uni|ue(tionaUy leffen the export, and 
that was the rea&ii for his recurring to other duties. 

The fi^yexa^ new taxes were then agreed to without a divi» 
fion. 

Governor Powmll moved for leave to bring in a hill to im- 
power his \h]t{iy to make peace, trucei or convention wtih 
America* Hefaid^hatthere were at this timetwo factions ia 
America, the one a French faflion, the other an Englifli fac- 
tion, at^d that a^^the Englifh fadion predominated, he flatter- 
ed hlmfelf a proper coijijud on our ps^rt might lead to a fpe^dy 
and happy conctH$tion. 

Mr. Eden obje^ed wholly to the ides^ of making any pro- 
pofitioa for peace, as there was every reafon to e}(pe<^ that 
America would fopn be glad to come t6 us with fueh over- 
tures as we might accept of vvith honour to ourfelves. 

Lord Nugent fpoke in favour of the bill, and faid it was 
kighly proper the King (hould have it in his power to make 
peace with America ; for when they opce knew his Majedy 
had that power, there was little doubt of their coming to us 
with terms, and fuch as we might clofe with. For his part, 
he believed in his foul and confcience, th^t had the King been 
impowered to have made peace with the Americans at the timo 
they entered into a treaty with France, the war would have 
been at this time very happily ended* 
. Lord North fppke againft the motion, ^ did Lord George 
Germaine. The Houte divided, for the queftion 50, againft 
it 113. 

The following is a copy of the bilK 
In order to remove all doubts or difabilities, which may 
prevent, obftni(9; or delay the happy work of peace, may it 
pleafe your Majefty, that it may be declared and ei^%£leJ^ 
and it is hereby declared and enadled by, &c. &c. 

That his Majefty is impowered to make convention ojp 
truce, or to conclude a peace with the inhabitants of New- 
Hampfhire, Maflachufet's Bay, Rhode Ifland, and Providence 
Vlantatipn, Conncdicut, New- York, New Jerfey, PennfyU 
vania, the three Delaware counties, Maryland, Virginia, 
North Carolina, and South Carolina, in North America, con- 
vened in Congrefs, or, in any other aiTembly or aflemblies, or 
with anv perfon or perfons authorized to act for and in behalf 
of the (ame, in fuch form and nianner as he, by virtue pf 
the prerogative of his crown, bath power to do in all other 
ca/e5^ and on fuch terms and condiUQi^ us v^ the^couTfe of 

events 
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events (hall become convenient and neceflki^ for the honour 
and welfare of his Majefty and his people. 

And in order thereto, be it enaded by the authority afore** . 
faid, that from and after the pafling of this aS^ it (hall and 
may be lawful for his Majefty to appoint fuch perfon or per- 
fons [fubjeds of Great-Britain j as his Majefty in his wifdom 
ihall think fit, and fully to authorize and ennpoweif the fame 
to treat, confult, and agree with the fajd Anoericans^ or any 
part of them, or with any perfon or perfons a6ling for and iit 
their behalf^ to the faid purpofe of conventioni truce, or 
peace. 

And be it further enabled, that from and after the pai&ng 
of this ad, it (hall and may be lawful for his Majefty to gr^t 
fafe condufi to any fuch perfon or perfons whatioever, as his 
Majefty ftiall fee caufe and judge proper to receive on th» 
ground of treaty for fuch convention, truce, or peace> in lik« 
manner as he is by divers ancient ftatutes impowered to da 
in the cafes therein fpecificd. 

May 25* 

Private buflnefs. No debate. 
May 26. 

Lord Gtorge Gordon moved, ** That there be laid before 
this Houfe, a copy of the public letter from Sir Georgot 
Bryd^es Rodney to the Admiralty, dated off Port Royal 
Martmique, April 269 1780, relative to the engagement 
^ith the. French fleet." 

Lord George ftated that he did this in juftice to Sir George 
Rodney, to the officers ferving under him, and to the nation ) 
that the extra£b, as publifhed in the Gazette, appeared to 
every mah who had any naval knowledge, to give a repre- 
fentation which could not be juft or true* He went through 
feveral particulars, and called on the admirals prefent to affift 
him. 

The motion was objedled to by Mr. Dempjkr^ who thought 
it dangerous to take away from the difcretion very properly 
repofcd in the naval offices, to public only what feemed ex- 
pedient and fafe, whilft great operations are depending. 

Mr. Pox fupported the motion, and faid it was a part pf 
the niinifterial fyftem to ruin the charaflers of ofiicers ferving 
their country. He obferved on that expredion in the Ga^ 
zette, which gives fo miKh credit to the trench officers, that 
it implied a moft difgraceful idea of the condu<Sl of the Brififh 
fleet. Ho animadverted alfo with fome feverity on^ General 
Vaughan's letter, the publication of which, he faid, made 
a part of the fame fyft<m ; and, he added, that General 
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356 P ARLI AMENTARY A. 1780: 

Vaughan's expreffion refpeSing the example ihewn by Sir 
George Rodney, implied the fevereft cenfiire of the behavi- 
our of every other officer ferving under Sir George. 
' Mr. Pulieney fupported the motion, but took occafion, in 
atifwer to Mr. Fox, to refer to what 'he had formerly faid, 
df the daftardly conduft of minifters in not employing Sir 
Hugh Pallifer ; and he called on Admiral Pigot to go into that 
enquiry, as he had pledged himfelf to do. 

This called up Admiral Plgoty who admitted his having fo 
pledged himfelf, and appointed Friday next (the firft vacant 
day) for that enquiry. 

' The Lord Advocate of Scotland fpoke of the impropriety of 
giving the palfages to the public, which it had bee^i thought 
expedient to fupprefs ; more efpecially as trials might be de- 
pending which ought not to be prejudged. He made fome 
remarks alfo oh the inexpediency of bringing again into dif- 
cuffion the' proceeding of the courts martial on Admirals Kep- 
pel and Pallifer. 

Admiral Keppel exprefled himfelf diflatisfied with fome ex- 
preffion dropt by the learned Lord ; he fpoke fpr the motion, 
and alfo wiihed for many other communications from the ad- 
miralty, that the nation might better know what their fleets 
are doing, and how they are employed. 

Lord North faid a few words againft the motion ; he partf- 
tularly denied that any thing had been kept back which any 
officer could wifli to have had publiftied. And in referring 
to the fcntence on Sir Hugh Pallifer, he perfifted in what he 
formerly faid, that it \yas no conviSion of malice, but im- 
plied only a charge which had n&ver been dlfcufled.* 
' Mr. Dunni?ig hxAy if Sir Hugh Pallifer's fpeaking in his 
own defence, and calling his own witneflfes, was not a dif- 
cuffion, he did not know what was. 

Mr. Penton and Sir Richard Sutton fpoke againft the mo- 
tion, as calculated to produce communications which hurt 
the public fervicc in various ways, and could do no good. 

Mr. Rous fpoke for the motion, and faid that the nation 
was entitled to it. 

Lord George Gordon added a few words to the debate, and 
compared Lord Sandwich, Lord Northland the Lord Advo- ' 
eate, to plague, peftilence, and ftarvation. 

The Houfe then divided. Ayes 81 •' Noes 160. 

The Houfe afterwards was put into a committee on the 
further confideration of the public petitions ; the Speaker 
left the chair, and 

Mr. HulTey having taken his fcat at the table, 

*2 -Mr. 
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Mr; Dunning roky and defired that the refohitions come? 
to by the committee of the whole Houfe on the petitions, » 
on Monday the 10th of April, be read. 

They were read accordingly, and were as follows : ' 

" Tiiat'it is .the opinion of this cornmittecj^ that-for the^ 
better preferving the independence, of Parliament, and oh- • 
viatihg any fulpicion of its purity, exaft accounts be laid, 
before this Houfe, on the firft day of every feffion, of fuch* 
fum or fums of money as have been paid in the courfe of ihe 
preceding year, to members of Parliament, out of the pro-*, 
diice of the civit lift, or any other part of the public revenue,: 
to them, to their ufe^ or in, truft for them, or on any other- 
account, fpeciJying when, or on what account, fudi money? 
was^paid.'* ; ; . . [ • ' . 

" That it is the opinion of this committee, that it is in*^ 
compatible with the independence of Parliament, that per- 
fons holding the offices of treafurer of the chamber,' treafurer 
of the houfehold, cofferer of the houfehold and his clerk, 
comptroller of the houfehoM and his clerk, imafter of the 
houfehold, and the clerk of the green cloth, be entitled to 
hold feats in this Houfe." . : ! * 

Mr. Dunning then in a very mafterlyfpcech, enforced ther 
, neceflity of reporting thefe refolutions, and concluded with 
a motion to that purpofe, at the fame time reminding fuch. 
members as had originally voted for thofe refolutions, that- 
they ftood pledged to vote for his prefent motion. This gavet 
rife to a warm dehatcj. in which Mr. Turner, Mr. Fox, Mr. 
Rigby, Mr. Byng, Lord North, and others fpoke. At length 
the Houfe divided on the queftion for the chairman's leaving 
the chair. Ayes, 177; Noes, 134. ' . * 

Mr. Fox was warm, in treating thofe county members with; 
great feverity, who had made a part of the 233 'bn the 6th of 
April, and voted with miniftry fmce. > 

Mr. Hjgiy again called opppfition a rope of fand. 

Mr. Turner htd^ he did riot at all wonder.at the right ho^ 
nourable gentleman's approving placemen ; that fellow-feeling 
made a man wonderous»kind. Mr. Turner afcribed the 
American war entirely to placemen. 

After fome.converlation between Mr. Powis, Sir George 
Savile, the Lord Advocate, and others, the Lord Advocate 
moved to adjourn to the 30th, which at 12 o'clock was 
agreed to. 
. Lord George Gordon gave notice to t;lie Houfe, .that on 
Friday next, the fecondof June, he fhould h^vcLthc honour 
<>f prefenting to their confideration the petition of the Pro- 
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teflaflt Aflbciation of London, . Weftmitifter, and Southwark, 
praying the repeal of the late ASt in favour of Popery in 
England. He acquainted the Hou(e» that the whole Af-r 
fociation propofed to aifemble in St, Geojrge's Fields, and 
to accompany their petition to the Houfe in the moft hum. 
ble, decent, and refpedful manner. His Lordlfaip then 
prefented a petition from hts Majefty's loyal Protellant fub- 
jffis of High Wycomb, in Buckinghamibire^ for the re- 
peal of the fame Popifh bill. It was figncd by the mayor, 
aldermen, burgeflcs, recorder, chuich-wardens, overfeers, 
and the other rroteOant inhabitants. After an introductory 
difcourfe fuitable to the occafion, he moved, ^' that this pe-^ 
tltion be now read." 

Mr. Polhill feconded Lord George Gordon's motionj and 
tbe petition wa3 ordered to lie on the table* 

' Counfel heard on bone lace bill. 
June I. 
Lord Norfh brought the following meflfage from the King, 

** George Rex, 
^* That his Majefty, relying on the experienced zeal 
9nd afFedion of his faithful Commons, and confidering that 
in this critical junClure, emergencies may arife that may \ 
be of the utmoft importance, and no^y be attended with 
the mod dangerous confequences, if proper means (hould 
be not immediately applied to prevent or defeat them ; is 
defirous that this Hcuie will enable him to defray any ex- 
pcnces incurred, or to be incurred on account of military 
or ordnance fervices for the fervice of the year 1780, and 
to take all fuch meafures as the exigency of affairs may 
irequire, G. R." 

Lord Nor^i moved, <* That th^ meflage be ]?eferred to %. 
committee of the whole Houfe." 

Lord George Gordon declared, that he could not but op- 
pofe in everv ibge any new grant of fupplies to the King^ 
till his Majefty and his fervants gave complete redrefs to thti 
grievances of the people, both as to the late innovations in 
favour of Popery, as well as to the fliameful abufea cotn-s, 
plained of in the expenditure of public money. 
• The Houfe divided wijthoiut further debate. 

Ayes 19, Noes 19. 

Tellers for Ayes, Tellers for Noes. 

Mr. De Grey, Ld. Geo. Gbrdoti, 

Mh Ord, Sir Geo. Yonge, 

Thf 



A* 1786^ D £ B A T 5 S. 359 

The Houfe wcht inta a committee dii tYi^ bill fdr appbi'ht- 
irig commiflioners to infpe£l the public accouiits. Tht nztnt 
<}f Mf . Anguifli brongnt on a debate ; Colonel Barre ob- 
jected to him as higmy irppropei', faid his time was* fully 
employed alt^Jady as mafter in chancerv, accomptant geni;- 
ral, artd meflenger of the Houfe of Ffeers, After a few 
other obfervations the Houfe divided. 

Ayes 79. Noes 32. 

The nanie of Mr. Pechell, another mafter in chanCer^p 
was next propofedasa commiffioner ; (iinllarobje<Stions were 
tifed agalnft ?iimi 

The other names propofed by his Lordfhip as commif- 
fibners, were Robert Pigot, Efq. barriffer ; Richard Nefcve, 
Efq. merchant ; Samuel Beercroft, Efq. and Jame^ Shi- 
ling, Efq. 

Committee divided on motion of adjoirrhmeht. 
Ayes 44. Noes 103. 

Went through the bill. — The bill to continue in force (dt 
one year, to pommence froth the 5th of July. 

Hofe at one. 

June 2. • 

This day Lord George Gordon prefcnted the petition from 
the Proteftant AfTociation. Above fixty thoafand of ttte 
petitioners accompanied his Lordfhip to the lobby of tRe 
jHaufe. 

Lord George Gotdon faid, he had before him a petitioti, 
figned by near one hundred and twenty thoufand of his 
IVlajefty's Proteftant fubjefts, prayins for a repeal of the 
ad pafled the laft feflion in. favour of Roman Catholics. His 
Loitlfiiip then moved to have the faid petition brought up, 
Mr. AWerman Bull fcconded the motion, and leave was 
given accordingly. 

Lord George Gortlon having brought up the petition, 
his Lordfhip moved to have it taken into immediate 
confideration, and viras again feconded by Mr. Ald^nii^n 
Bull. 

After fomc debate, the Houfe divided, when there ap5- 
pe^red only fix for the queflion* 

The petition was theh ordered to be taken into confidera- 
tion on the 6th. 

His Lordfliip afterwards appeared in the lobby, to aN 
quaint the petitioners with the fate of their petition. He 
told them that they had a gracious Sovereign, 'who would 
undoubtedly fend private direSions to the xtiinifter to enforce 

A a 4 the 
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• 

the prayer of the petition, when he fhould be informed of 
the alarm the bill complained of had given ; .though he af^ 
fured them no relief was to be expeSed from the Houfe. 
After his Lordfhip had concluded, the reyerend geptleman 
who officiates a§ chaplain to the IJopfe, atte^ptfid to win 
upon the aflfociajtors to part, and loudly told the noble 
Lord who had fpofeen before him^^ that all the efFufipn of 
blood that fhould be fpilt that day would be charged to hi^ 
account. - ■ 

The aflbciators underftanding ?hp cpnfideration pf their 
petition was poftponcd, grew extremely riotous, and mucli 
diforder enfued. 

At nine o'clock a large party of the foot guards, and a 
troop of horfe, with Juftice Wright and Jufti<;e Addington, 
came down to the Houfe, and peace and good order was 
foon after reftored. 

At eleven o'clock the Houfe broke up anc} adjourned to 
the 6th. ' '{ .. . 

June. 6^ [ 
Colonel Herbert mentioned the prefent unhappy difturb- 
anceSj and after defcanting upon them fome time, hinted 
at the expulfion of Lord George Gordon 5 but the Houfe 
here fhewed the ftrongeft .marks of diflike tp the idea; it 
. dropt : but Colonel Herbert took notice that his Lordfhip 
had a blue cockade in his hat, upon which he remarked 
with fome feverity, faying, that if he would not take it 
out, he would go acrofs the I|oufe and do it : upon which 
Lord George took his cockade out pf his hat and put it in his 
pocket. > 

The Houfe was in a great deal gf confufion, apd though 
there Was fome converfation, it was of a very 'defultory 
nature. 

Mr. Burh thoughf the Hpufe and gU people fhould be 
unanimous ; that the people, who were friends to order 
and good goyernmqnt, fhould aflbcjate in defence of them- 
felves. 

Mf". Fox faid he was equally ^ friend to order, but could 
not fupport government, becaufe the prefen^ minifters were 
a£lingupon a fyftem, that however a man might wifh well 
tofociety, he could not fupport them, for they had difTolv^d 
a]l the bands of fociety, and had difgraced every one who 
had aded with or under them. 

' Sir George Savile thanked thena for the ufe of the military 
" inprotcding his houfe. 
-■•■ ' • Mr. 



A, 1780, DEBATES. 361 

Mr. BuUer moved, and Sir yames Larache feconded the 
three following rpfolutions, which were unanimo u 
agreed to. 

Firft, " That it is a high breach of the privilege of thfe . 
members ©f this Houfe to interrupt them from giving their 
attendance therein, or obftruaing the public bufinefs of 
Parliament. 

• Second, ^* That an humble addrefs be prcfented to his 
Majefty, praying that his Majefty would be gracioufly 
pleafed to order the feveral minifters who have fufFered in 
their own property, or the chapels of their refpeflive courts, 
through the late outrages committed by the Protcftant aP- 
fociators, to be reimburfed the amount of the damages they 
have received, as alfo the loffes of fuch individuals as may 
have fuffered on the occafion. 

Thirdly, " That the attorney general be inftru£led t6 
direft a profecution againft the perfons found to have occa- 
fioned or aided and abetted the late difturbances." 

Lord North then moved the following refolution, which 
was alfo unanimoufly agreed to. i 

fV Refolved, That this Houfe will, as-foon as the tumults 
fubfide that are iiow fubfifting, proceed immediately to thie 
due confideration of the feveral petitions prefented to thiss 
Houfe- from many of his Majefty*s Proteftant fubjedls, and 
will take the fame into their ferious deliberation." » 

The Houfe then adjourned to the 8th. 
yune 8. 

The Houfe aflembled very early, and the Speaker hav- 
ing told fuch members as were prefent, that it would be 
irfipoffihle for the Houfe to exercifc its legiflative fundlions, 
while the city of Weitminfter was under martial law, the 
Lord Advocate moved, " that the Houfe be adjourned till 
^Onday fe'nnight, June 19." Agreed to. 
yune 19. 

As foon as the commons were returned from the Houfe of 
Lords, the King's fpeech.was read. 

Lord Beauchamp moved an addrefs, which, as ufual, was 
an ephq to the fpeech. He expatiated on the violences com- 
;mitted by the mob, and the neceflity thefKing was under of 
putting a flop to them by the exertion of that power with 
which he was entrufted by the conltitution. He did not'be- 
liieve that the Proteftant aflbciators had intended to commit 
^e outrages tliat had been committed. 

Sir 
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Sir Philip Jinnings Qerh Taid, he couM net tfftosn en- 
tirely of the conduA of thofe in power, with r^ard to^ the 
King's Bench prifon, which might have been Brelervfe^ iVbrtI 
'fhe Saimes; had dlie attention ^eri paid to the rntelligmice 
:^hich he gave to Lord Amherft, and others. He had given 
them warning of what was intended ii[» full time for the 
fafety both of the King's Bench, and Surry Bri(iewell. He 
:had gdne to the King's Bench in the morning, and was told 
xby the marihal, (who was moving his good[s) rtiat the pri^ 
jbn w*a$ to ^ burnt that night^^and that a clerk of Mr. 
Thrale's told him, that tbeir houfe would be burnt that 
Jiiglit, unlefs he could procure a guard for its protedlion, 
Thefe things he told to Lord Amherft, and other Lordd, 
and alfo to the Secretary at Wdr, at twelve o'clock in the 
forenoon, and yet no guard was fent tiU nine o*dock in 
the evi^ning, which juft came in time to fave Mr. Thrale*s 
Jioufe.. 

Mr. fVilhs faid, that if proper care had been taken iti the 
^ity by the firft magiftrate, the mifchiefs done there might 
have been prevented. 

Mr, Townjhend {z\A^ that if proper care had been taken 
l^ time, the mifchief that had been done' might have beeh 
f>#e vented. He alked, why no care wsfs taken to preferve 
the ambaflkdor's chapel ? Hoped the private lofles of itldrrU 
duals would be made up to them, by that government, Whofe 
duty it was to have protefted their property* 

Mr. Fox afcribed all the drfafters that had happened, to the 
Ayinenefs 6i the niwigift rates. 

The addrefs was agreed to. 

Mr. Sawbridgt prefented a petition from the city, praying 
for a repeal of the bill granting relief and indulgence tt> 
Papifts. 

Mr. fVilkes oppofed the petition. It was procured clan- 
deftinely. It was moved in common council, after moft of 
.the members, in the belief that all buflnefs was over, had 
gone home. Alderman Bull had taken no pains to quell the 
rioters; but had, on the contrary, fufiered all the cotiftables 
of his ward to wear the enfigns of riot in their hfit^ and 
that he went from the Houfe of Commons, arm in ^ttn, 
with the great inftigator of the tumuhs^ niieaning Lord 
George Gordon. 

Mr. Bull faid, it was true the conftables of his wird had 
worn blue cockades,, but he had mad^ four of theia^ take 
.them out. The petition was prefented* 

Lord 
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Lord North faid, '< I am commanded by his Majefty to 
ae^aint this Houfe, that his Majefty has caufed ihci 
right honourable Lord George Gordon, ^ a member of, 
this Houfe, to be apprehend^ and committed for high 
treafon/* 

. A motion was then made, << That an humble addrefs 
be prefented to his Majefty, to return his Majefty the 
thanks of this Houfe, for communicating the reafom fcur 
which the rieh{ honourable the Lord George Gor don^ 
a member of this Houfe, was apprehended and com- 
mitied/' The fame was ordered to be prefented to bi» 
Majefty by fuch of the members as were privy coun* 
fellors. 

The Houfe refolved into a committee of the whole Houfi^^ 
on the petitions a^inft the a£t of the l8th of his pvefent 
Majefty, for repeating the aft of nth and 12th of Kirig. 
William IlL impofing penalties on the Papifts, when, 
Mr. Ellis being voted to the chair. Lord Beauch^pnp^ 
began a fpeech, which it was underftood was to be in« 
txodu3ory to certain declarations refpe<^ing the a^ m 
queftion. 

Sir Jofeph Mawbey fuddenly rofe to order, and laid, that 
he had heard his Lordlhip meant to offer to the Houfe » 
fet of refolutions, ufelefs and unneceflary, and fome o€ 
them ridiculous ; afTerting truifms, and that black was oot 
white, which all the world knew already ; that he iherer 
ficire fubmitted it to the Hoi^e, whether the more regulaty 
and proper way would not he to go into the proof of Utcll 
alkgatioDS as wece contaiued in the r^fpe^ive peftitkms| 
be wiihed it the rather, becaufe he had ]iA feea lbm9 of 
his conftituents in the lobby, for the firft time on this; biifirr 
Befs, who: had authorifed him to inform the Mouf^, thSM 
they were ready vtilh evidence in fupport of fuch-aU^ga^ 
tions, to prove the ificr<a(e of Popifb fch^s, iemUaaries^ 
ftnd chapels* and iii particular to prove,^ that a Popilh 
(thapel, which befoice the ^ would hold 150 or aoo per*^ 
fons, had been fo increafed as to receitve ^ooQ> and that 
tliey could prove 2000 perfona had been aftembled ^ a 
umti-^dsx^ he was going on, when h» was called m 
i9rd^ by 

Mr. A^t^gUf who contsnded> that jLocd Beauchamp was 
firft poimed to, a2i4 tl«u»fore bi4<^ rigJtM; to ]^r€K:e^ wi^Qut 
interruption. ' 
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hoxi Biauchamp infifted upon his rfght to proceed, as the 
petitions did not contain a word of defire of being heard by 
th^mfdves or counfel. :.. . 

" ;8ii yofeph Mawbey contended, he wa$ in order to fubmit to 
the Houfe his objeftions to the manner of proceeding, though 
it -was true, that no defire is'expreffedin the petitioris of be-* 
ihg* heard by themftfveis or- counft]', yet they contained feve- ' 
ral aWegations of fafty and that he"* thought thofe faQs ooght- 
to be proved ; theye"tirfoners fhemfelveswere ready to prove 
them, and iinlefis the truth of the allegations was admitted 
linive^fally^ he thought evidence ought to be called in. 

-'Srr George, Saijlle^izxdy he was fully of opinion an oppor- 
tunity Ihould be given, at fome time or other, at leaft, to 
prove the fa&s ; for if it was true that fchools and feminaries 
had increafed, he thought fome fteps fhould be taken about 
th^m. ' ^ 

' Lord Beauchamp then rnade a fpefcch of cpnRderable length ; 
ftated the pains which hacl been taken to mifreprefent the aft 
in queftioh : the*pulpit had been employed, and* minifters, 
forgetting their ChrijHancharafter, had preached- againft mo- 
deration. The extreme tendernefs of the Houfe and readi^ 
liefs to receive even ill-founded compjaints, had led it to 
accept the petitions of 85 foCietieS at G-lafgow, though the 
Boble Lord who reprefented that city had declared he knew 
nothing of fuch focieties ;• that, in truth, they were no other 
than little alehoftjfe" clubs : that the petitioners had ftated, 
they had no opportunity of refifting the bill in its progrefs 
rfirough the Houfe; that, indeed, the prCpofition for the* 
f elicf of the cruel reftriSions and heavy penf^lties they wera 
jRibjeQed to, hafdmet with little or no ®ppofitibn, andthere- 
fore its progrefs through the Houfe had been quick, as \% 
ufu^l in bills un^ppofed \ that when it was thought p:ro per to: 
apply for'.reliefj the head of the church had betn confulted,' 
who had- no objeSion to it : that the aift df King William* 
had'been-obtained againft the wilhes of that King, and he 
quoted Bifhop Burnet's account thereof :' that the repeal had- 
laid the foundation of toleration in Ireland; that civil and 
religious liberty go together ; that the bill^ laying a founda- 
tion forthe acquifition of landed property, ought to give 
no alarm ; the Papifts were double taxed to the land tax : 
that in a fubfequent feflion he had moved for a repeal of fuch 
double tax, which he thought improper, though he had not 

fucceeded. 

\.,.'\ Xhat 
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That the complaint about fchools and feminaries t^s i!!- 
founded ; that th^ two principal popifh fchools would not re- 
ceive the children of Proteftants; but' if fuch proceedings 
really exift in any confiderable degree, it may be proper to 
make a new laW. He could' not fee how Proteftants, a» 
ftated in the petition, were in danger of incurring the guilt 
of perjury, any more than by toleration of Quakers; and 
he did not think it right to call upon the Catholic to renounce 
the fpirituals of his religion, after he had taken an oath to 
the ftate. He then read five refolutions, and moved the 
firft. 

Mr. Ambler ftated that he had originally objected to the 
bill ; he was a friend to toleration, and Jiverfe to all perfccu- 
tion, but he thought the bill went too far; popery ought to 
be guarded againft ; the inhumanity of permitting a fon to 
deprive a father of his eftate on the fcore of religion ought 
not to be enforced. The courts of law,' judges, juries, and 
counfel on both fides, always endeavoured to prevent fiKh 
perfecution, and relaxed the law as much as pollible; but he 
thought they ought not to purchafe more lands than tfiey had 
already ; they might veft their money in the ftocks, and in 
mortgages, and th^y ought not to be permitted to open 
fchools. Popery was intolerant, and he fliould therefore 
heartily be for a repeal, in part at leaft, of the late aci; and 
he thought fome enquiry ought to have been made into the 
fiots at Edinburgh. 

Lord Nurt'h approved of the aft, though he was not the 
original mover of it. He would attend to petitions, but 
would not give way to them when made in fuch a manner, . 
and after fuch violences, becaufe it would give encourage- 
ment to future claims ; he would decfide on the bill on its own 
merits: it had been mifreprefented ; it was not likely to bring 
on a dangerous toleration, muehlefs an eftabliflinrient of po- 
pery. Could any man think imprifonment for life proper 
for faying mafs? And yet Malony, an Irifli prieft, had beeri 
fo fentenced, who had not gone about making profelytes ; he 
had recommended it to the King to pardon him, and he was 
releafed after lying in prifon a year and a half. If you de- 
prive the Paptfts from purchafing land, you take one pur- 
chafer out of the market, and hurt thereby property. As to 
influence, he thought that nothing, no additional influence 
would be created c the Papift muft have property, before he 
could purchafe, and that property would always give influ- 
ence.- — He would oppofc the repeal on the fcorc of policy 5 it 
• i was 



36& PARLIAMENTARY A. 1780. 

was impolitic to Continue reftr^ats of the fort inipofed by 
the a£t of King Williani — there was a total bar left to all 
ambition, and rifing in the various profeffions, which wer« 
of great importance: Popery was on the decline fince the 
revolution ; nay» it had declined within the Uft twenty years, 
which would appear, among other inftances, by the red book 
—there were no Jacobites now, and few peiers profeiled the 
Catholic religion. 

Sir George Sauile faid, he was againft proceeding, while 
there was a mob at the door ; he thou^t, the petitions frooft 
the meancft of the people ought to have due weight in that 
Houfe J and whether the eighty-five focietiesa^ Gls^gow were 
aa incorporation, or only clubs of men meeting at little 
alehoufes, they had a right to apply to Parliament, ftating 
their grievances or apprehenfions, and Parliament were b^md 
to receive and enquire into them. On the prefent fubje£l, it 
might be proper to enquire of perfons beft acqu^nted with 
the fubjec^; if it fhould appear, that many of the clergy 
had figned the petition, and thought proteftantifm in danger, 
it Qdight deferve very ferious confideration, which ought to 
Ve given in a degree, at leaft, coming from any quarter ; he 
tfiought Papiits ought to have perfe^ fecurity in the enjoy* 
mei^ of their properties ; and the degree of danger arifmg 
from their making new purchafes, ought to be the meafure 
ei any regulations refpeding fuch new acquifition — an en^ 
joyment of land would take from their connexion with fo* 
feign lands ; every man loved fpme fmall domicele around 
him — it might be thought hard not to permit them to edu* 
cate their own children ; but if Proteftant children had beeQ 
(educed, he thought a bill ihould bt brought in to prevent 
fijcb practices; he had turned his thoughts to that (ubje£^, 
and would move fuch bill, though he had not yet made up hit 
mind to the title of fuch bill. 

Mr. F<fx faid his objedion, jif he had lived at the Revolu- 
tion, would have been to the Hpufe of Stuart, not becaufe 
that Houfe had embraced popery, but becaufe popery had em^ 
braced the Houfe df Stuart ; that the latter was fupported in 
ita attempts on the liberties of the nation, by popery in ge^ 
neraU there were now no fuch dangers to be apprehended; 
the Pretender was out of the queftion ; bejQdes every Papift 
•bjures the Pope in temporals, before he can avail himfeif 
oi indulgencies.. He could not think the Popifli religion in^ 
compatible with government, nor civil liberty ; becaufe, iu 
looking round thf world, be law that in Swits^rland,. where 
I democracy 
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democracy reigned univerfally in the fuHeft matuwr, it lou- 
riflied moft in cantons of that religion. He was a JFriend t<r 
univerfal toleratioA, and an enemy, to ihat narrow way 
of thinking, that made men come to Parliament^ not for th« 
removal of fome great grie\rances themfelves felt, hut to de^ 
fire Parliament toihackle Mid fetter their fellow fubjeiEls ; hm 
wiOied to know the number and fort of names to the pclU 
tions which defired perfecution, and called upon the Hottfir 
for an exercife of its judgment merely, inflead of defiriiig) 
grievances of their own to be removed. He wiflied to knew 
who the petititioners were ^ He obferved many figned thcir^ 
luarks; and* he finds that men who cannot read and writ^^ 
find their blood fired that a Roman Catholic fhoiild read aaA 
write. He differed in opinion from his honourable friendly 
andconfeffed be had no predile^ion for the fienatures of the 
clergy; and lie was convinced, if at the Reformation theiiP 
opinions were to have decided, we fhould have had no Ro^ 
formation : tt was not likely that inen wfaofe Interelh in ge- 
neral were againfl'the re^rm, (hould have been eager to ob- 
tain it. He went through a variety of reafons in favour of 
general toleration, and declared againft the repeal of the bill, 
and all that tended to bridle a^d retrain confcience. 

Sir Philip Jennings Oerke then faid fomething in favour of 
the petitions ; and concluded by moving, that the chairman 
might quit the chair, in order to report a progrefs, and ta 
^flbrdtime fcxrthe reception of evidence. 

Sir George /ifjjg^^ fpoke in favour of toleration ; but thoi^ht 
fome alteration of the law ncceflfary. 

The Lord Advocate of Scotland rofe to juftify himfelf from 
the refle6iion made relative to the not punifhing riots at Edin<* 
burgh. If any neg]e£t had been ihewn, he alone was cuU 
pabTe ; he was not reflrained by any motives of fear to him« 
feif, or by other improper motives: he had caufed flri£l tn^ 
qqir/ tQ be made, but he found the ringleaders had fled, and 
there were only in cuftody fome of the loweft and meaneft oi 
the rabble, againft whom he had not fufficient evidence for 
convidion, and he was unwilling they fhould triumph by aa 
acquittal* He had promifed to bring in a bill in hivour of 
Papifls in that kingdom : he did not give over fuch intentibOn 
till the Papifls themfelves defired it of him. At fome fittmi 
opportunity, he hoped, therefore, that meafure might take 
place. He defended the late a^^ and declared himf^ a 
friend to general toleration. 

Mr. 



368 PAfeLIAMENTARV A. 178^.- 

Mr. Sptnter Stanhope fupported the right of general tolera- 
tion, and he thought the aft did not go far enough in favour 
of the Roman Catholics. The petitioners, he believed, were 
moftly Methodifts, and the Metnodifts in generd were com- 
pofed of the loweft of the people 5 he was afraid the refolu- 
tions offered would lead to a perfecution o£ Papifts on the 
prefent fubfifting laws, and would do mifchief, but thought, 
neverthelefs, it might be proper to reftrain them from edu- 
cating proteftant children. 

Mr. Alderman Bull. I rife, Sir^ to declare itiy mod hearty 
concurrence with the petitions from the diiFerent Proteftant 
AlTociations: and, Sir, I am happy in having a fanflion for 
this opinion from that corporation of which I have the honour 
to be a member, and in which there are a large number of 
my conftitfcents. It gives me pleafure to fee, at length, a 
fpirit of oppofition to that encouragement which popery has 
been long receiving from the fervants of the crown. 

The eftablifliment of that fanguinary and intolerant fyftem 
of fuperft"ition~in the province of Qiiebec ought to have 
fpread a general alarm throughout the nation. The defign 
was too evident to be miftaken. The late toleration of po- 

f)ery within the realm, I firmly believe, is a part of a deep 
aid minifterial plan ; a plan, which has for its objefts the 
deftrudlion of the liberties of the people, and the formation 
of an arbitrary, defpotic government. Popery is moft fa- 
vourable to this defign, as paffive obedience in the people, 
whenever the prieft chufes to enjoin it, is, on pain of eternal 
damnation, one of its diftinguiChing peculiarities. 

I would not be underllood to be an advocate for perfecu- 
tion ; I abhor the idea ; it is not on account of any of the 
religious tenets of the Papifts that I objeft to their toleration ; 
it is becaufe they cannot give any fecurity for their civil obe- 
dience under any Proteftant government whatever. To a 
Proteftant they are devoted foes; they are bound by every 
obligation from their earlieft infancy, to oppofe what they 
call herefy, and to deftroy thofe whom they call heretics, 
that is, to deftroy thofe who differ in opinion from them ! 
And is this religion ? No, Sir, it is prieftcraft and ftatecraft; 
and oppofition to a fet of men holding fuch horrid opinions 
is not perfecution, much lefs religious perfecution; it is 
common prudence ; it is benevolence to ourfelves and our 
connexions: it is felf-defence, and ought to be fupported by 
every one who is a friend to the rights of mankind. 

What, 
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What, Sir, wjis the cbnduft of our biftops, and the 
clergy, in the memorable year 1 745 ? They were then inde^ 
fatigable in warning the people to beware of popery, a xdi^ 

fion falfely fo called, which had often deluged Europe in 
lood, and had at that time for its obje^, the banifhment of 
our good old King and* his family, and the ruin of our free 
conftitutionl And what alteration has popery undergone 
fince? The Pope remains ftill fupreme, the priefthood is the 
fame, and the people are as faft held in delufionand obedience 
as ever; yet, becaufe the court and its dependents have 
thought proper to patronise popery, the bi(hops and the clergjr 
ire filent, and that religion, which not forty years ago ex^ 
cited every horror in the people, without the leaft alteration 
in any one of its tenets, wp are now perfuaded to believe is 
perfedly harmlcfsand deferving of Our countenance and fup- 
port! An impofition this, which may produce the moft. me- 
lancholy coniequences. 

We already hear of popifh fchools being opened to teacfi 
the children of the poor gratis, and ofpriefts andjefuitspub* 
Hcly profelyting the people to that fyftem which fupplanta 
moral honefty in the world, and which tends to fubvert the 

Eeace and order of fociety ! And what may not be the un^r. 
appyifTue? Ifear, Sir, it may terminate in the defpotifn^ 
of the prince, and the flavery of the people. Thofe numer- 
ous Proteftants who are now applying to this Houfe, enter- 
tain the fame apprehenfton, and they are difcharging their 
duty to themfelvesand their pofterity irt be&eching us to take 
a ferious review of the late a£l in favour of the rapifts, and 
to relieve the minds of thofe particularly who are under fcru-» 
pies refpeftine the oath of fupremacy. 

Although, Sir, through the baneful influence of the crown, 
the former petitions have been fpurned at and trampled iipon^ 
I yet hope the Houfe will comply with the prayer cf thefe 
petitions without delay, left not only the multitude lately at 
your doors, but the people at large, (hould fufped that un* 
dtr the fpecious malk of moderation and tendernefs fop 
the Papifts, we have a defign to facrifice the valuable 
inheritance purchafed with the blood of our anceftors, and 
the fecUrity of the Proteftant religion, to the Ihrine of 
popery. 

Thefe are ttiy fenttments, which are founded upcm thofe 
moft unequivocal of all arguments, obfervation and cx^* 
perience. 

Vot.XVII. Bb Mr. 



379 PARXIAMENTARY A. 178a. 

• Mr. Burke reprobated the doft rincs of Mr. Alderman Bull, 
and refleSed upon hiin for his ignorance and want of erudi^ 
tion ; he (lated, that the abled arguments that ever were ufed^ 
had that (day fallen from the ableft men, and that they were 
oppofedby ignorance|fal(hood, and fanaticifm. He was called 
to order bySir James Lowther^ who faid he had refledled in an 
unbecoming manner on the worthy Alderman^ and was deyi-» 
ating in an improper manner from the queftion. After fome 
time Mr. Burlce proceeded, and faid, the petitions had arifen 
from bigotry and fanaticifm ; that the church of England wa^ 
flruck at, and the crown itfelf, and he would defend both 
from the attempts and malevolence of fuch i^en. He went; 
into a full account of the late riots; expatiated on the inhu-, 
manity of the.raob ; that Mr. Langdale, with twelve children^ 
had fufiered.tothe amount of 50,006!. — he had laid in a great 
iiock againd the commencerpent of] new duties— he had fince 
been advifed to go to Bath to relieve. his mind—at his firfl; 
arrival' there, he was treated with the fight of the chapel at 
that place in flames — he was obliged to return to the Devizes* 
-r^The inhumanity, of fanatics was fUch, that after the de-? 
flrudion of tte fchool near the city, a petition had been prcn 
ieoted, defiring the poor man, whp owned it, might not have 
a leafe of the larid again to build anQth^r^ He attact^ed the 
petitioners, and be read the narn^s of feveral taken from, 
thence with a mark-r-he threw others into ridicule, and he, 
quoted^ in a facetious manner, the names, of feveral women 
-^not being able to read and write thc|nfelves,thefe monfters, 
were defirous of preventing others from receiving education. 
He had been educated as a Proteftant Qf the church of Engn 
land by a Diflenter; He read the Bible there morning, noon,, 
^nd'night, and was the happier and better man for fuch read- 
ing: he had afterwards turned his attention to the reading of 
all the theological publications, on all fides, that were written 
with fuch wonderful ability in the laft and prefent century;, 
and at laft thouglu fuch ftudies tended to confound and be- 
wilder, and he dropped them, embracing and holding faft. 
the church of England. He went into a large field of rea-; 
fbning on toleration ; vindicated the Papifts from the charges 
brought againft them; and decried the b^fencfs of Payne, 
the condable, who, he faid, had gone about, trying to find 
oat matter to incarcerate for life, men againft whom no com- 
pUinl was made for any offence, other than faying theiir 
prayers in a language which he did not underftand, but they. 

. did. 
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did. He had imprifoncd Mr. Malony, an honeft and in-^ 
ofFenfive man, but the humanity of the crown had releafed 
him: he had attempted to imprifon Mr. Talbot, brother to 
the Earl of Shrewfbury, but had failed, very happily, in 
proof. He dated, in a very long fpeech, the means takeh to 
bring about all the mifchief that had happened, and he faid 
it had happened by the zeal of wicked and abandoned men^ 
v^hahad gone about induftrioufly mifleadlng poor, ignorant, 
and deluded people; and he concluded, by moving a prefacef 
to the firft motion, " That much induftry had' becn.ufed to 
mifreprefent^he intentions of Parliament, &c." 

As foon as lie had done, the queftion was called for, many, 
members growing impatient at the length of the debate. 

Sir Jofeph Mau'bey rofe, and many attempting to preVeot 
his fpeaking, he declared, that on a buflnefsof fuch import 
tance, he would not, be prevented from declaring his fenti* 
ments ; he knew how little he was qualified to entertain or in- 
ftrudl: them ; he was never long, and he would not be (lopped 
by the illiberal condu6l of any man ; he claimed that right 
as much for his conftituents as himfelf ; he had a right to be 
treated as a gentleman : fuch as difliked ftaying longer in the 
Houfe might depart ; but he aflbred them they might as wdl 
avoid noifc,. for they would fooncr get away by it. The 
Houfe being reduced to order, Sir Jofeph then faid, that 
when the noble Lord [Beauchamp] opened his.propofitions, 
he did it in fo cool and difpafTionate a manner as to aiFord 
him great fatisfadion: he heard him always with pleafure, 
iho'ugh he was not always convinced by his arguments. He 
hoped the fubfequent part of the debate would have been 
condu£led with equal temper and moderation, inllead of 
which, the honourable gentleman who fpoke lad, had with 
a degree of paffion and afperity, very unbecoming himfelf, 
and very undefervedly, attacked the charader of a very re- 
fpe£lable magiftrate who fpoke before him, in terms not war* 
ranted by any provocation, and indefenfible altogether. He 
had attacked the honourable magiftraie on the preceding 
night with fimilar heat, equal impropriety, and equal vio* 
lence; nay, the fame magiftrate, on the preceding night, 
had alfo been attacked with as much violence, if not with 
equal paflion, by a brother Alderman [Wilkesj in a manner 
unfupponed by fads, and in a way that if thev were true, 
ibould have been ufed by any other man in thclSoufe rather 
than that Alderman ; becaufe the worthy magiftrate, in times 
of diftrefs and difficulty, had fupported that Alderman, and 

B b 2^ hft. 
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he thought pcrfonal and friendly obligations fliould reftr^in 
liihl from lindeferved abufe. Notwithftanding thefe attacks, 
he had reafon to believe the worthy Alderman wa$ as honeft 
and as worthy a c!hara6ter as any nian in the Houfe, and, he 
hiad always underflood, was fo confidered by thofe that knew 
liilh. The heat and warmth that had fliewn itfelf in this 
bufmefi at diiFerent times, by a noble Lord now in an unfor^ 
tunate and unhappy iituation (with whom he had no acquain- 
tance) the honourable gentleman who (poke laft, and the 
Alderman, who he did»not then fee in his place [Mr. Wilkes] 
had made many doubt who had mod zeal, iire, or infanity; 
fure it was improperly brought forward on fuch occafions. 

With refpcft tohimfelf, he had noconnedlion .with the Pro- 
teftant AfTociation, nor hadconverfed with any of them till that 
day on this bufmefs. He had feen in the petition the name^^ 
•of many worthy and refpcftable men, enemies to riot and 
friends of order. Some of his conftitucnts had that day ap- 
plied to him in the lobby, and had dated their defire of offer- 
ing evideni:e to the Houfe in fupport of the petitions ; he wa^ 
no bigot; alid<tetefled equally perfecution, and the late hor- 
rid excefles of men who, be believed, were not conneded 
with the Proteftant Aflbciatlon, hut friends to plunder only : 
—he had figned no petition^ nor had he ever ihewn in the 
courft of his life, a defire to perfecute jgentlemen of the Ro- 
man Catholic religion; on the contrary, he had lived in 
friendftiip with fome gentlemen of that perfualion> for whonfi 
he had great regard, and he believed with one prieft, (though 
he never knew that mathematically) the late worthy Mr. 
Edward Southcote, his neighbour in the country ; and when 
Mr. Payne, the conftable, was faid to be travelling about ta 
profecute the minifters employed in private chapels, he had 
from friendfhip defired Mr. Southcoie would be (ludious to 
«void anything in his conduft that might awake jealoufy, as 
It would grieve him to be under a neceflity of proceeding 
againA him, which, as a magiftrate, he muftdo if informs 
tion (bould come before him. None of them in his neigh- 
bourhood were double taxed. But after faying this, he con*- 
feffed he tl;iought the Houfe (hould be guarded in their corj- 
duft fefpd£ling popery: it was a religion, he believed, into»- 
lerant in itfelf, and, if uppermoft, would perfecute others. 
They ought not to be permitted to educate proteftant chiJ- 
drert ; they acknowledged a foreign jurifdidion in fpiritual^ 
which might be hurtful and dangerous. 

The noble Lord who opened the propofitions, and coii»- 
plained that the pulpit bad been employed by fome men, for- 
getting 
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retting their Chriflian chznSter, to inftigate the people ;-— 
he did not know what the noble Lord alluded to ^ but if h^ 
meant the preaching againft the errors ofpopery, he thought 
that practice not culpable.— Archbifhop Tillotfon, and every 
divine of the lad and prefent age had fo preached, and he did 
not know a clergyman of the church of England, h^ believed^ 
from whom he had not heard at fome time or other fimilar 
difcourfes. 

The noble Lord in the blue ribbon had faid he was again(l 
the repeal on the fcore of policy — ^if it was to reft on that ar- 
gument it ought certainly to be repealed. Popery was in 
general believed more fuited to defpotifm than any other ret 
ligion ; and notwithftanding what an honourable gentleman 
[Mr. Fox] had faid, in one of the bed and mod eloquent 
ipeeches he had ever heard, though in the cafe of Switzer- 
land there might be a fingle exception to the contrary, if 
we look round the world in general, we ihould fee popery 
and tyranny hand in haad together. In a civil view therefore, 
any great increafe of popery mud be dangerous. 
^ A train of circumdances had led the people to believe their 
religion was in danger. Papids, by the capitulation of 
Quebec, were to be fuifered the free exercife of their reli« 
eion ; but he had heard, our court had not only ^rmitted a 
Roman cathoKc to exercifq hi$ funfiions there, fourteen or 
fifteen years ago, but had aSually given hiin a laliry. Por 
pery was not only tolerated, but edablifliedj by the excr 
crable Quebec bill, afterwards ; a bill founded in defpotifoi 
arki tyranny, and which, in the lad Parliament) he nad al- 
ways oppoied. Thefe, and other circumdanoesy-had led th« 
people to think it was meant to encourage it by little and 
little, till it (hould acquire a drength that might be dan- 
gerous. If it was true, what the noble Lord in the blue rib- 
bon faid, that popery wasdecreafed fuice the Revolution, and 
even within the lad twenty years, why would not the noble 
Lord permit a dill further decreafe ? Why not let it quietly 
expire in this country, unlefs political reafons, in hisjudgeT> 
ment, made it proper to fpread and extend it ? He was there* 
fore clearly for a repeal of part of the late a£l ; and he ob* 
jefted, on account of the want of proof, to Mr. Burke's 
amendment. 

Mr. Sinvbridge then vindicated Mr. Alderman Bull's cha« . 
ra6ler ; expreifed himfelf an enemy to every kind of perfecu* 
tion, civil and religious; thought the papius were at red be<v 
forej and this a6l would tend to encourage perfecution \ and 
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was totally againft the prefatoryamehdment propofe'd by Mn 

Burke.' 

> General ContUay faid, that the other day he was afraid per- 

fecution Vvould be encouraged, and the remaining penallaws 

would be enforced againft papifts: he had now altered his 

opinion, and would vote for the refolutions ; but hoped 

they nnight be hindered from feducing youth. 

Mr. Martin fpoke a few words profeffiiig his attachment 
to univerfal toleration, and faid hie was againft'a repeal of the 
aa. ' 

• The motions, five in number, were then read, and agreed 
to without a divifion. The following is a copy of them. 

1. That it is the opinion of this committee, that the effeft 
ind operation of the ad pafled in the eighteenth year of the 
reign of his prefent Majefty, intituled, ** An aft for relieving 
his Majefty's fubjefls profeffing the popifh religion from cer- 
tain penalties and difabilities, impofed on them by an zSt 
made in the eleventh and twelfth years of the reign of King 
William the Third, intituled, an a£l for the further prevents • 
ing the growth of popery," have been mifreprefentedand 
tttifunderftood. . . > < 

2. That it is the opinion of this committee, that the faid 
dft, paflTed in the eighteenth vcar of the reign of his prefent 
Majedy, does not repeal or alter> or in any manner invalidate 
or render inefFeftual, the feveral ftatutesmade to prohibit the 
cxehcife of thepopi(h religion, previous to the ftatutc of the 
eleventh and twelfth years of King William the Third. 

• 3. That it is the opinion of this committee, that no eccle^ 
fiaftical or fpiritual jurifdiftion or authority is given, by the 
faid a6l of the eighteenth year of the reign of his prefent 
Majefty, to the Pope or the See of Rome. 

4. Ihat it is the opinion of this committee, that this 
Houfe does, and ever will, watch over the interefts of the 
proteftant religion with the mod unremitted attention ; and 
that all attempts to feduce the youth of this kingdom from 
the eftabliftied church to popery, are highly criminal accord* 
ing to thelaws in force, and area proper fubjedl of further 
regulation. 

5. That it is the opinion of this committee, that all 
endeavours to difquiet the minds of the people, by mifrepre- 
fenting the faid ad of the i8th year of the reign of his prefent 
Majefty, as inconfiftent with the fafety, or irreconcileable to 
the principles of the proteftant religion, have a manifcft ten- 
dency todrfturb the public peace, to break the union neccf- 
fary at this time, to bripg diftionour on the national cha- 

rader, 
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rafter, to difcredit the proteftant religion in the eyes of oflier 
nations, and to fumifti occafion, for the renewal of the per- 
fecution of our proteftant brethren in other countries. • 

Sir George Savile faid he was direfted by the comniitfee 
to move, that leave be given to bring in a bfll to fecure'thc 
proteftant religion in Great Britain from any encroachments 
of popery, by more efFeftually reftraining papifts, or perfons 
profeffing the popifti religion, from teaching, or taking upon 
themfelves the education or government of, the children of 
proteftants. Agreed to. 

Sir Philip Jennings Qerke faid it was not the complaint of 
the proteftants that the papifts fliould educate their own chiU 
dren in their fchools ; but they bribed and feduced the chil- 
dren of proteftants. He adverted to the ^flertion of Lord 
Beauchamp, that the proteftant preachers had influenced the 
minds of men. He faid it was the firtt time he had ever heard 
it imputed to the church of England as a crime, that they had 
preached againft popery. ' He thought it was much better for 
the members of that church to declaim againft popery, than 
to preach politics, or write Morning Pofts, He moved that 
the committee be adjourned to give the Proteftant Aflbciation 
opportunity to prove their allegations at the bar. This mo^ 
tion however, on account of the clamour, he withdrew. 

June 21. 

No debate. » 

June 22. 

Order of the day to receive the report of Mr. Strutt*s qua* 
lification. After a ftiort debate the Houfe divided, for it 42, 
againft it 47. So the bill was loft. The following is % 
copy of the abftraft of it. 

The bill fets forth, in the preamble, that members fliall be, 
iona fidey poflefled of their refpediive qualifications ; it thefi 
enads, that the afts of the 9th of Q^ieen Anne, and of the 
33d of George II. ftiall be repealed from and after the deter- 
mination of the prefent Parliament ; and next enafts that from 
that period the qualifications of members (hall be 600I. a year, 
in eftate freehold or copyhold for life, &c. for every knight 
of the Oiire; and 300I. a year in like manner for every citizen, 
burgefs, or baron of the Cinque Ports, and in cafe any perfbn 
eleaed and returned to ferve in Parliament as a knight of the 
ihire, or as a citizen, burgefs, or baron of the Cinque Ports, 
ihall not at the time of his eledlion or return be feized of or 
entitled to eftate; in lands, tenements, or hereditaments, his 
elc^ion and return Ihall be void. 

Hb 4 It 
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It (Provides, that no perfon (hall be deemed to be qualified 
by virtue of any mortgage, unlefs he (hall have been in pof« 
feflion of the mortgaged premifes for feven years previous to 
hiseledion. 

It theii ena£is,.tbat every perfon who after the determina- 
tion of this prefent Parliament, (hall app^r as a candidate, 
or fhall be propofed to be elected to ferve as a member of the 
Houfe of Common^, (hall, upon reafonable requeft to be 
made (at the time of fuch eleftion, or before the day for the 
meeting of the Parliament) by any other perfon who (hall (land 
candidate, or by any two perfons having right to vote at fuch 
ele(3ion, deliver in a particular of the lands, tenements, 
and hereditaments, by which he (hall he fo qualified to ferve 
in Parliament as aforefaid. 

It alfo ena<f)s, that after the determination of the prefent 
Parliament, every perfon who (hall be eleded a member (hall, 
l>efore he prefumes to vote in the Houfe of Commons, or fit 
there during any debate, after their Speat:er is chofen, pro- 
duce and deliver to the clerk of the Houfe, at the table, whiift 
the Houfe is fitting, a paper or fchedule, finned by every fuch 
inember, containing tne name of the parim, &c. and alfo of" 
the county, in which the lands, tenements, or hereditaments 
lie,. together with the perfons who (hall be tenants, or in the 
poflTeflion or occupation thereof, whereby he makes out his 
qualification, declaring the fame to be of the annual valu^ of 
fix hundred pounds above reprizes, if a knight of the (hire ; 
^nd of the annual value of three hundred pounds above re- 
prizes, if a citizen, burgefs, or baron of the Cinque Ports; 
jRnd the faid papers or fchedules, fo figned and delivered in to 
the clerk, (hall be filed and carefully kept by him ; which 
papers or fchedules fhall be fairly copied into a book, which 
the clerk o^ the Houfe (hall provide for that purpofe, with a 
reference to the papers or fchedules ; and fuch book (hall be 
carefully kept for the perufal of the members of the Houfe. 

It recites the meaning of this a£l to be, that the inembers 
pf the Houfe (hould not only be poflTefTed of fuch qualifica- 
tion, at the time of their eleQions, but (hould continue in the 
polfeflion thereof, or of lands equivalent thereto, during all 
the time they fit in the. Houfe ; and recites, it may be conve- 
nient not to prohibit the fale of fuch lands, or any part 
thereof, fo delivered into the clerk of the Houfe, 

It ena£ls therefore, That it (hall be lawful for any mem- 
ber of the Houfe, as often as he (liall think proper, to deliver 
in to the clerk a new fchedule of his qualification, to be 
6ied and kept in manner before mentioned. 

It 
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It alfo enads, that if any perfbn elected to ferve in any fu- 
ture Parliament, ihall fit and vote as a member of that Houfe, 
before he has delivered in his fchedule, the feat of fuch mem*.* 
ber ihall be declared void, and a new writ (hall be iflued, anijL 
fuch member (hall forfeit for every day he (hall lb fit or vote, 
fifty pounds, one moiety to the perfon who fhall fue for the 
fame> and another moiety to the governors of Chrift's Hofpi,- 
tal, for the benefit of the faid hofpital, to be recovered by ac- 
tion, or information, in any of his Majefty's courts at Weft- 
mi niter. 

It further ena£ls. That in cafe any a£lion (hall be brought 
in purfuance of this ad, againftgany member of the Houfe of 
Commons, the clerk of the Houfe (hall, upon demand, deliver 
an attefted copy, figned by himfeif, of the fchedule delivered 
to him by fuch member, to the plaintifFor profecutor, or his 
attorney, paying them ten (hillings for the lame ; which be- 
ing proved a true copy, (hall be admitted as evidence upoa 
the trial. » 

It enads, that upon the trial, no lands or tenements, whidi 
are not contained in fuch firft fchedule, (hall be allowed as 
^ny part of his qualification. 

With a provifo, that nothing contained in this zSt (hall 
eiLtend to any perfon who (hall at the time of his eledion be 
the eldeft fon of any peer, or any perfon qualified to ferve a$ 
a knight of a (hire, or to the members for either of the uni- 
verfitieSj or to the members for Scotland. 

There is a provifo for limiting the time of bringing adions, 
to fix months after the commifiion of the offence. 

It then recites, other ads of Parliament have been made 
rcfpeding the qualifications of members to ferve in Parlia- 
ment ; and therefore enads, that all fuch a6ts, and every 
thing therein contained, (hall be conftrued to relate to fuch 
qualification as is fettled by this ad. 
June 23. 

Sir Georgi Savile prefented his bill to reftrain Roman Ca- 
tholics from educating the children of Proteftants. It was 
iread. No debate. Adjourned to the a6th. 
June 26. 

The bill was read a fecond time, and a motion being made 
for the Speaker to leave the chair, in .order to go into a com- 
mittee of the whole Houfe on the faid bill, , 

Sir Jofeph Mawbey faid, before the Houfe refolved itfelf in 1 
to the faid committee, he wilhed to fay a few words on the 
fame bill. He then ilated that fome of his conftituents had 
KJiefired him on a former day to advertife the Houfe, that they 
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were ready to adduce witneffes in fupport of the allegations 
in the petition of the Proteftant Aflbciation, and he was noW 
defired to acquaint the Houfe, that witnefles attended in the 
lobby to prove every fuch allegation. 

' He was fure the worthy and refpeSable gentleman, his 
honourable friend, he hoped to be permitted to call him, had 
originally brought in the prefcnt and former bill, from the 
pureft motives ; he had always proved himfelf a friend to to- 
leration as well as to civil liberty ; from the moft liberal and 
praife worthy motives, he had more than once attempted t# 
unfetter the .difleriting clergy from fubfcriptions : two bills for 
that purpofe have been carried through the Houfe, but as they 
were not fupported by adminiftration, a majority of Court 
Lords, and almoft all the Bifliops, had rejefted them in the 
other Houfe of Parliament. The bill in favour of papifts 
vras fupported by adminiftration, and in confcquence was not 
oppofed in the othej* Houfe ; and though in the fubfequent 
feffion the honourable gentleman's bill in favour of the diP- 
fenting clergy had paffed, he was himfelf firmly perfuaded, 
from the predileQion given to Popery, it would have been 
again rejeded, unlefs the papift has been fitft releafed from the 
adl of the nth and i2th ot King William. 

He had his doubts of the propriety of the prefent bill ; be- 
caufe, under the idea of confining papifts from educating the 
children of proteftants, he was atraid, by implication at leaft, 
it might take off the reftridions contained in an aft of the 
23d of Queen Elizabeth, which fubjecls fuch as (hould keep 
or maintain popifh fchool-mafters to a penalty of lol. per 
month, and fuch fchool-mafters themfelves> unlefs licenced 
by the bilhop of the diocefe, to a year's imprifonment. If 
this was meant, why not fay fo in direft terms ? If the bill", 
by fuch reftraining from the education of proteftants, would 
virtually authorize them to keep fchools for all other pur- 
pofes, which he feared would be the conftruftion put upon it, 
he was perfuaded inftead of allaying the ptefent difcontents 
It would incteafe them. Whatever might be faidof the peo- 
ple's being mifled in their interpretation of the lato ad» he 
believed it could be faid of only a few : there were among the 
petitioners men of knowledge, ability, and learning, and he 
thought the alarm againft the increafe of popery in cunfe- 
quence of that a£l> had taken deeper root than many gentle- 
men imagined : all defcriptions of men, he found, were loud 
againft the impolicy of the aft : bccaufe, though none, or but 
few indeed, wiftied perfecution, they thought the papifts had 
nothing to complain of before \ ^very thing was quiet, and 
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they hadconftrucd the relaxation of the penal laws into 5i fur 
toleration ; not lefs than thiity^three fchools were fince efta- 
blilhed in the neighbourhood of London ; many new chapels 
and mafs-houfes had been opened in different parts of the kine* 
dom : that he thought if the papifts held the tenets of paU 
five obedience and non refi(tancey it was a dangerous and 
daninable opinion in this free country ; pur government at, 
prefent ws^s built on other principles, and he thought any 
confiderable incre^feof popery might be dangerous in a civil 
view, more efpecially as they fubmitted in fpi rituals to a fo- 
reign jurifdi6lion, an imperium in imperio highly improper. 

Mr. Ambler faid, tlie repeal of the two claufes in the aft of 
King William will not be endured ; efpecially when he heard 
9 gentleman fay in the Hpufe, he thought there could be no 
objeflion to admit them to a participation of offices; he 
thought the prefent bill would not give fatisfadion to the pe- 
titioners, 6o,OGO of whom had figned the various petitions^ 
and amongft them were many men of faftiion and fober tem- 
per. He could not think the giving way to the defires of fo 
large a body of people was to'be confidered asany humiliation '; 
that aft, paflTed three years ago, does not authorize the keeping 

Jmblic fchools : this, by implication, would tend to remove 
brmer reftraints, and legalize the papift to keep open a pub- 
lic fchool. They thought that " charity covered a multitude 
iof fins," and they wopld take pains to feduce proteftant chil- 
dren j it was a part of their religion ; 32 fchools were already 
let up fince the palling of the aft. He had feen a lid of 
them, and. the truth of the lift the petitioners were prepared 
to prove; the Roman Catholics had rid faft indeed, in two 
years. This bill certainly authorizes papifts to keep fchools ; 
proofs are ready of proteftant children being folicited for edu- 
cation by the papifts ; money has been offered for that purpofe, 
and in fome^cafes aftually given. As to the penalty laid on 
proteftant parents, it would anfwer no good purpofes ; they 
were ufually poor whofe children were fo fought after, and 
, it mighjt induice the parents themfelves to turn papifts toavoijd 
' the penalty ; the bill therefore he could not approve. 

Sir George Savile faid, if there was any weight in the ob- 
jeftion taken by the learned gentleman who fpoke laft, and 
his honourable friend who fpoke before him, in this aft's re- 
pealing fprmcr afts of reftraint on popifti fchool -matters, he 
thought it migl>t.deferve very grave ana ferious confideratipn ; 
he believed the pbjeftion not founded in ppint of law ; he 
thought the offer of proofs was not. well timed — every gently 
foan would fe^ the di^iculty of drawing a bill to regulaiie th^t 
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which ought not to be tolerated at all—- former rellraints were 
not taken away, and that all barriers againft popery were not 
removed, was certain, for a lift had been opened of fo fan- 
guinary a nature, that nobody thought they fhould be forced 
—he had had a lift of popifti fchools given him by a Mr, 
Swaine, a proteftant teacher : this is not a proper time to go 
into examination, but if true, they prove the fitnefs of fome 
regulations ; further reftraints ought to be put if the cafes 
cxift. The bill fays, they (hall not take upon themfelves the 
education of proteftant children ; it exempts from penalty 
mufic-mafters, dancing-mafters, fencing and riding mafters^ 
teaching, and not lodging and boarding : he had prepared fome 
new claufes, which he meant to offer to the committee. 

The fpeaker after this left the chair, and Mr. Ellis took 
the chair of the committee of the whole Houfe. 

hoxA Beauchamp [on Sir George Savile's moving an 
amendment to prevent papifts from taking proteftant chiU 
dren apprentice! faid, he objeded to that amendment, as a re** 
firaint upon trade and commerce, and, if meant to be abided 
by, would ftrongly oppofe it. The honourable Baronet over 
the way had thrown his obje6lions to the bill, as it legalized 
the opening of Roman Catholic fchools ; and fome gentlemen 
deemed to think it was great indulgence if they took upon 
them to educate the children of their own perfuafion ; as to 
their educating proteftants, he had confulted all the catholic 
gentlemen, with very many of whom he was acquainted, and 
they had aiTured him on their honour, they had made ftridl 
enquiry, and had no fort of knowledge of any fuch pra£tice ; 
there is not a fingle fchool in the neighbourhood of London, 
where eAquiries have not been made ; the books of fuch as 
are maintained by fubfcription have been examined, and not a 
lingle proteftant boy, and only one girl has been received there 
—he himfelf had inpeded the rules of the Roman Catholic 
fchool in Moorfields, and one of the firft of them is, not to 
receive the children of proteftants ; nay, one boy had been re- 
jefied on that ground. A parliamentary enquiry is impro- 
per ; it will fuDJeft every fchoolmafter to penalties that niay 
be levied againft him, efpecially coming under a parliamentary 
report. The amendment propofed tends to disjoin perfons 
living under the fame government— every black fmith, who 
takes a child apprentice, is fuppofed improperly to have influ- 
ence over the mind of his apprentice : you might as well fay, 
he ftiall not marry a proteftant. He did not admire th^ fpirit 
and temper of the prefent aft, but if it will ^uiet the appre- 
bcnfions of people, vyUI confent to it. 

The 
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The learned gentleman fuppofes it will repeal the z€t of 
Queen Elixabeth — ;he was furprifed at that, bec^ufe no z6k 
Was repealed, unlefs particularly fo expreffed — all the laws 
againft papifts were rather accumulative, and this would be fuch 
-—it ought to be confined to the finglfe purpofe of education^ 
and not to interfere with commercial intercourfe-— Nopopifll 
blilckfmith, or fhoetnaker, is at prefent prevented from taking 
a protedant japprentit^e^ and he thought they ought not to faS 
prevented, 

^ ^^r• Bdier faid, the noble Lord In his aft df enquiries into 
the rules of popiih fchools, had alluded to converfation and 
l^x^'mination not in the Houfe« It was tniea boy had been re* 
jtAtd in one of thofe fchools, becaufe a proteftant, and it 
did fo appear by an entry made in their books ; but then th^ 
Houfe mould know, that fudi entry was made only on the fe* 
eond day of April laft, after all the ftir and clamour had beeil 
ttiade againft them, and being fo recent and occaflonal, in hii 
tnind; rather made a^inft than for the tiraftice contended 
forin fuch fchooK The original fchool had been eftabliihed 
ever fince 1762, but it had been formed and much increafed 
from icattered feminaries about two years ago ; it might be 
made on purpofe to guard againft the eiFefts of the petitions ; 
there was ho other inftance of a fimilar entry, althou|h the 
mafter faid, he hii1nfe{f had taken upon him to rejed levend 
other children of the.proteftant religion. 

Mn Burke Was forry for, the credulity of the age and couo* 
try in which he lived : hehimfelf had been oblig^ toenqulrcj 
though the onus properly lav on fuch as brought the charge ; 
evidence of the faSs complained of there was none ; no ac-^ 
cufers ftand forth ; they had been obliged to enquire and exa- 
mine minutely where every fchool lay, boys and girls ; none 
of them received the children of the proteftant parents ; and 
this had been done to quiet the minds of a fet of men^ who 
havt no poflibility of being fatisiied ; but as thefe reports had 
Operated upon -better minds than their own, he thoug'ht it 
riffht to give information. 

Tie ha<l obferVed the words.feminary and feminaries had been 
ufed by thefe people indifcriminately ; in the proper (ignifica* 
tion of theitn (foundations for the inftruftion of youth, or 
colleges, oJr inftitutidns for orders) there were none fuch in 
England : he iVas forry for it, becaufe he was fure men had 
better ht fo bred in England, than in France, Flanders, or 
Spain : there were no fchools teaching liberal fcience, or 
claflics, not one that hail any foundation. There was one in 
HerCfordftirei which vt^as iup{>lied mth boys ctiieA^ f^i^m. 
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Weflmlnfter. Thiere was a boarding- fchool at Sedgley Park, 
in Warwick(hirp, which had 25 or 30 boarders before the adl^ 
and had b^n of 16 years ftanding, though it had wickedly 
{)een faid, in a paper he had feen, to have arifen fince it. 
Jt was fupplied by two pfiefts and two lay-aflTiftants, and 
four-fifths of the boys were educated for bufmefs. There 
were many ;foreigners, and many froni the Weft Indies, fome 
Latifi taught and languages, but it had no foundation. . A 
certain lady of fafhion, Lady Stourton, had maintained ufu- 
^lly 12 boys at fcbool. He had a lift of them ; none Were 
{lie: children of prpteftant?* There are now but 9, though 
fpmetimes 12 ; and the fuggeftion of their taking proteft^int 
children was not founded in truth ; one fchool wa^ gon^ at 
Hammerfmith ; one in another place ; and one or two ipCrc; 
bad dropped : in London he was not able to find any board* 
^ng-fchopl at all, tior in the northern part3 of England, in 
Cumberland, Northumberland, and tbofq part3, e^^cept on^ 
fhatiiad been fet up by a houfe-painter,^the better to procure 
a jiving. As to day-fchools, they w^rfe never the objects of 
jcaloufy ; there had indeed been brought to town feveral little 
Ichpols which had been confolidated into larger; one of this 
fort was in the neighbourhood of Bloomfbury, another in the 
Minofies ; and they may be traced by the fires : the mafter of 
one of them had once 81 boys and 25 girls, though the latter 
were now reduced to 15, and he had refufed to teach the 
children of near proteftant neighbours: they teach, what all 
men of liberal education may know, the Doway catechifm* 
There was, indeed, another fchool in.^he Minories, the maf- 
ter of which was terrified and had run mad, of which he 
had no accD.unts, and the^R was: not a fingle boarding- fchool 
exifting in^London. 

There were feveral day fchools, one of good charafter and 
cftimation; a proteftant had been employed at one time to 
teach there, and all teach the catechifm of the church of 
England, and there was not a pri^ft among them ^ they teach 
only "the little rudiments of grammar. 

Lord Arundel of Wardour had, indeeid, a little fchool in 
his own neighbourhood, where only day fcholars, about 
forty in all, and the noble Lord in his letter (which he 
read) had aflbred, that no boarders are or ever were ad- 
mired ; there were only, two inftances 6f proteftant chil- 
dren taught, they were his own tenaijts, and were taught 
the catechifm of the church of England ; children educate^ 
in fchools were decreafed from 3SS to 350, and in the fame 
proportion the Roman C2i\\voVvcit\v^vQw>«[^^4vmiailhingi_iii 
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xtiany places a prieft cannot be got for thirty or thirty-fivQ 
pound pex annum, falary ; fuch a falary, which was the moft 
they in general received, gave poor encouragement. 

There were great numbers of Irifh Roman Catholics, whq 
do almoft all the labour of the metropolis ; and he thought: 
they (hould have fome place where they may educate theift 
children. The ftorjr of burying children, he was perfuaded, 
originated from fimilar pra£iices in Ireland. He did not 
wim to have opened his lentiments on this fubje£t, but he 
could not now avoid it. There areproteftant charter fchools ia 
Ireland eftabliflied, and money is voted and granted every 
year by the Parliament, therft to maintain them : the bifhops^ 
and the crown recommend, and they buy none but the chiU 
dren of papifts :— It may be right fo far ; but when children 
are taken or bought, they are fent from north to fouth, front 
eaft to weft, their names changed, and the ties of affinity- 
are fnapped and broken afunder ; we fecrete ourfelves, and 
yet complain of others doing that which cannot be proved. 
This blot and blemifh.' Ihould never have been mentioned, 
if he had not been forced to it; he quoted the opinion of 
Thomas Aquinas, in the I2th century, againit breaking the 
law of nature, and he contended, that the parent had full, 
right to difpofe of the education of the child, and faid 
the darknefs of the 12th century rifes ^gainft the light of 
the. 1 8th. ' , 

There were, he faid, 50,000 proteftant children maintain-' 
ed at fchool in this town, and yet we were afraid of a 
miferable charity fchool of. papifts. The reports originated, 
f roox the loofe fuggeftions of mean and bafe men, and many 
of them were falfe. He was jiow given to underftand they., 
would not be fatisBed.: why then, in God's name, go on, 
with the bill ? The petitioners had formidable names, and; 
formidable hands ; they did not petition till the 2d of June,, 
and this was thp 26th, and yet no evidence was offered till 
this day : he wi /bed them to come, he wanted to fee thofe 
men who were caluoiriiators, and he wanted to know their, 
names. ' ' '. . 

He faw no objeflign to (hutting up boarding fchoofej 
from educating proteftants, but obje£tea to including ap* 
prentices^ ... 

Sir jtifnry Hoghton faid he lived in a country where many of 
his neighbours, many pf his tenants, and many manufaSurers, 
are ppifts y he never heard of any complaint of their tak<#' 
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ing apprentites, and thought the amendment propofed im* 
prbper. 

Sir J^eph Mawiey faid, the honourable gentleman whd 
fpoke laft but one, had complained of the late day of prefent- 
ihg the petition f of no evidence having been offered till 
this day ; and of his wifh to fee the faces, and know the 
names of the perfons whom he has defcribed, with fome vi- 
rulence, as calumniators and falfifiers of trudi ; for his ovm 
part, his knowledge of them in gtnttA was recent ; but 
feme among tliem he knew were worthy and refpedable 
men ; he had feen two men on Saturday, for the firft time; 
one of whbm was a Mr. Swain, who had faved the life (a^ 
he was informed) of the worthy chairman, I Mr. EllisJ 
itnd was a fchool-tnafter;'thc other was Mr. rifher, who 
£iid he was a fecrretaf v to the Proteftant Aflbciation, and had 
been honourably difcnarged after being taken up and put in 
the Tower, ITiefe men had put into his hands accounts of 
fdiools eftabllfhed fmce the ad, differing widely from the 
account of the honburable gentlemen: the committee, un- 
der whom that fecretary aded, were in the lobby, and they 
were ready to prove, by indubitable efvidence, all they had 
ftated in their petition. 

With refpea to the reafons that induced a delay of pre- 
fcnting the petition, he 'was not informed of them ; this 
was not the firft time proofs had been offered ; fVom the 
firft application of the petitioners to him, atoongft whom 
were many of his conftituents, though he himfelf had not 
figned, and he had offered in their names fo bring the proofs 
forwards, and this he did a week ago. The adjournment of 
the Houfe probably prevented an earlier offer; they were 
peaceable and quiet men, detefting, with himfelf, the infer- 
nal pra£lices of a mob, whom plunder alone had inftigated 
to the commifTion of a6ls difgraceful to humanity : he had 
authority to aflfert, that not a fingle fubfcribe'r to their peti- 
tion had been found amongft the rioters; the fecretary, 
againft whom, in particular, fo much had been Infinuated, 
appeared to him to be an honeft, artlefs young man, that 
no one would fufpe£t at all to have encouraged iuch tranfac- 
tions. 

He aflured the honourable gentleman, that the J>etition- 
ers, and the committee in particular, never Were afraid of. 
their names or perfons being known ; they were now in the 
Ibbby, ready to prove all they had afferted ; that nothing tad' 
happened hitherto, and nothing could happen in future, in 

confe^uence 
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cdnfei^ience of any enquiry, that could or woutd hitidet 
them from appearing, if the H6ufe chbfc to call them in. 
As to their meeting i'rt a peiiceable manner in St. George'^ 
Fields, he believed no leiarned- gentleman, either in this^ 
Houfe, or any where elCs, when the trial (hoiild come on 
againft a noble Lord, would contend, that fuch meeting wa^ 
treafonable in itfelf ; if fo, county meetings, meetings for 
enquiries into, and red re fs of public grievances, would b^ 
treafonable and illegal, and that could never be fuppofetl ;--'• 
not that he juftified the propriety of fiich meeting; inafmudi 
as a mob took advantage of their peaceable dejionmeht, to 
commit outrages, that every man, of every religion^ muft- 
think diabolical and wicked; they Can prove, that fo far 
from any of that mob being influenced by religious motives, 
nrreny of the moft aflive rioter? were Roman^ catholics; not 
that he would, therefore, infmuate reflections again li pa pi ft t? 
in grneral — it was no refle<f^^io!i on any profeflioh, that high- 
waymen, footpads, and houfebreakers, were of this or that 
reJigJous perfuafion, when no religious tenets^ and no belicfi 
appeared to influence their conduftl 

Me then wentint^ a detail of the Roman cathoHb fchdbls, 
and read the names and deforipfions, from apaper in his 
hand, of thirty-three fchools eftabliftied in London and 
its neigh*bourhoods/mce p&ffing the late aft, atf of which he 
was inftrufted to fay, they had evidence to prove to the 
Houfe ; and fo far ftbm the petitioners deferving fevcrer re- 
fleftidns, for puWifhing fal (hoods refpefting Sedgley fchool 
in particulai-, as if eftiblllhed fitice- the late ad, be aflured 
the committee, in hi« paper, it was exprefsly deftribed as 
an old one. He ftated the increafe of mafs-houfesahd cha- 
pek> and^e read an accouot of feveral perfons who were 
ready to prtive they had been oflfered money to peVinit' their 
children to be educated in th«- popiih reh'gion, and of 
fome who had adiially taken particular fums-for that piif. 
pofft^ 

He taHcedof the danger in a civil view to the* public, froirt 
any material increafe of papifts ; was forry thfe adwais re- 
peated, becawfe ol' the ferment it had occafioned ; nobody 
molefted them before ; no one wa« inclined to pOtthe peiral 
laws in execution-; and it was dangerous to difhirb thfn'ws'at- 
reft, more efpecially fo at a time when the diftffclWi§ of the' 
puWic and individuals, had filled the whble-coufitry'witft . 
difcontem. Adnhiniftration was hated, their m^afurdJ uni- 
vetfaUy condemn^, aftd'potiiicaJ dtfeohknt^ aidcd'ty^reFi^ 
Vol. XVIL c c gious. 
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gious, may prove extremely dangerous ; and he concluded 
by faying he could not approve of the bill, if it really lega- 
lized the keeping any fchools by papifts, and by fo dotugy 
virtually repealed the aft of the 23d of Queen Elizabeth. 

General Conway thought examinations of witnefles unne- 
ceflary, becaufe if their evidence (hould prove all that was 
contended for, it would only Ihew the propriety of further 
reftraint on papifts educating proteftant children, and juftify 
the prefent bill. The amendment immediately before the 
committer was offered to prevent the papifts from taking 
ppteftant apprentices; and the queftion for confideration 
was, whether fuch amendment would injure the common 
intercourfe of commerce, and to that he fhould give his ne- 
gative. 

Sir Herbert Machworth faid he muft enquire into the prin- 
ciples of the bill; it contained various regulations, and a 
provifo jefpeSing mufic matters, dancing, drawing, and 
fencing mailers, that wanted fome explanation. The amend- 
ment propofed cannot take place, as fomething was wanting 
to render it clear and intellieible. 

Mr. Dunning faid, the bill as it flood, moft certainly ex- 
tended to every fpecies of education, teaching and inflrud* 
ing. It had been firft fuggefted as a bill of conciliation to re« 
move the fears and apprehenfions that many had entertained* 
Such is the connexion formed by living and boarding in the 
fame houfe, that it may reafonably be uippofed, that the tu- 
tor, under fuch ^irqumftances, will labour to convert, and 
care was taken to prevent fuch fedudion ; but the giving 
occafional leffons in muflc, dancing, fencing, drawing, and 
liding, could not be the objeft of danger, without refidence 
and living under the fame roof, and therefore the bill very 
properly had a provifo to exempt fuch from penalties. 

The worthy Baronet near him had exprefled hfs ideas, that 
this bill, if it fliould pafs into a law, would operate to re- 
peal a former aS of Qiieen Elizabeth ; and he was more 
fm^prifed to hear the fame objeflion from a learned gentleman 
who had fppken in the debate, fl? had not been ufed to 
co^rts, where fuch opinions had coyntenance and weight ;, 
the a£t alluded to had nothing particularly to do with the 
R,oman catholics ; and he was convinced, a teacher of that 
religion would be equally the dbjed of this bill, though he 
fhould be licenfed by the bifhop. He was perfuaded, it was 
V^ no way neceflary ; but if it would quiet the fears and 
^(^ms, whicH haye no foundation, he had no objedioii to 

^hc 
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the reception of a claufe or provifo, exprefsly declarirtg it 
(hould not be conftnied to extend to a repeal of any exiftinjg 
ad ; fuch a claure, though not^ in his opinion, at all ne* 
ceflTary, was perfeflly harmlefs^ and might be conciliatory 
without doors, and could do no harm within. 

Lord Btauthamp hoped the honourable gentlettian near him 
would withdraw the amenditient refpefting apprenticed; 
which appearing to be againft the fenfe of the committee, 
was negatived, or withdrawn. His Lordfhip then fuggefted 
the fitnefs of receiving an amendment, that would coniinb 
the'offcnce to the keepers of boarding-fchools only, by fub- 
ftituting the word and^ indead of or\ and then the claufe 
would run, " if any papift, or perfon profeffing the popifh 
religion, (hall knowingly take upon him or herfelf the edii* 
cation,* teaching, inflruaion, i?;?^ boarding the child or chiU 
dren of any of his Majefty's proteftant fubjecls." 

Mr. . Dunning objected to this amendment, becaufe it would 
be impoiTible to convift any man of any offence againft thfc 
propofed a£l, unlefs he (hould be proved guilty not only of 
reaching and inftrufting, but of boarding alfo. 

Lord Beauchamp confeflTed that was his -meaning and in- 
tention : the reitraint was meant to be applied for fear of th6 
cbnverfion of the proteftant to popery, and that principle 
does in no way apply to a day-fchool, whei^e no fuch dangei* 
could be apprehended. ' 

' Mr. Dunning again rofe to reply, and faid he muft pppol^ 
the amendment fuggefted by the noble Lord, l^he mafter 6i 
a day-fchool, who at prefent had little or no^ inducement, 
:might open fuch fchool profefledly to teach the Catholic 
religion — convert the particle or into and^ and no one cai^ 
be profecuted but him that inftruds, him that teaches, and 
him that boards. Every man allows the impropriety of 
Roman Catholic fchoolmafters teaching . the children of 
protcftants ; and if the amendment Ihould be adopted by the 
committee, he thought the honourable gentleman who brought 
in the bill, would do much better to ftop here, than go oh 
with it. 

Lord Nugent thought the objeftion linight be eafily obvi^ 
ated, by leaving other words out, and^by fubftituting the 
words, ** teaching in fchools, or places of education, kept 
by papifts, or perfons profefling the popi(h religion." There 
ftould be no crime in boarding proteftant childTen . • * 

Sir George Savile, No convidion cart follow, unlefs th€? 

party anally does educate, teach,: and beard ; his wordsf 

■ . . C C a '-.'^ ■ -.wcre^ 
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"wefCf or ijoafd^ if the particle was changed to ^ifufttk^'^St 
would be of up ufe. 

lu^d North fji^ggefted that wQrd$ ^ght be chatig^jd, find 
vwhen the penalty was named, it might be, ^^ fuch «duc^on> 
teaching, or boarding." 

jMLr. Pmnifig. It ffi^y be dope by repeating the words, 
.or ref/erripg to the prejamble ; it was not ufual for prcfteftant 
childfen |p bepujt to Rpman Catholic fan>i lies, inerely tp fae 
itM^firded^; if ihe ^ill be To fiarrowed, as propdfed, it will be 
pf no ufe at ^11. 

. hof^ Bff^u^hamp. Tlie praaice is for fuch ss do not go 
;ifj)to OEdler?, to %j?:ofne language, injufters, and th^ aimm 
i^lways riS((:eive boaf-^eirs. A popi(h recu&rrt convit^ cannot 
f ^ercif^ the prrofeflion of an attca:ney ; till convided he 

Mr. Dunnijfg^ A'>poptfi) reeuf^^nt c^viift tnoft certainly 
fs^uwv^t^\^p ,^ ^n atrprney^ nor can he before convic- 
4^n, b^Bcguji l)(CiwA takp the neqejiwy oaths before ad^ 

Wife- ' 

Mr. Burke. The ip^pifts are fe,w in number^ ^arid cxh 
Ififraely fcatter«ri> ?*id <:hildr<rn 'of fuch can havfe Ao ,ddu- 
^^jion; at Jfeaft f^iih a$ their pjir^nts would wift, if the 
9PXUBndmei)t be rejp^cd- There are no perfoiis keeping 
5f»y-|feheol^ to, tak^'di^ children of papJfts, and the fchools 
cannot be kept unlefs the owners of popilh fchools be per* 
Ovifted ^o rfic^.*(v!9i|»r0tp(l^nt children ; they will nor.a/ford a 
f^yf lihpod. jNo j^Qpiih child can he: taught if the ^is^uaajftiife 
^ b^ a^fpilted :to. H^tA in the bill, and no proteftant 6aa 
i^^^h ^ popifh^hiW. He k^hows that fome people get 
hre^d noyvr, jand this claufe will certainly deprive thera <kfiu 
fi^ittle day-^hQ<>l^ \verc not obje^a of jealoufy ; no harm 
TfQuid poffibl^ arife from them, and therefore he muft i»fift 
^if abolition and ruin. 

Sir ff^i(i(0i>Bagot faid, in his county the greateft danger 
l$vas to'be apprehended from day-fchooils, and hp was fure 
\h^ gf^?!^.ft rpifchief ^rofe from them. It Was doing 'fjoihiag 
at air in faying popifh boarding- fchools (hould not.edvcalc 
prpteftant children, if you left thecl^itdren of the pooriO be 
perverted by pqpiih day- fchools. . . / 
r.^^r. iMiw{/5V// declared his i:ea<iin9fs tio go to the* greateft 
^Rffb in 9 toferation of Roman Catholics, if that, wias now 
the proper confidieration ; but the circu/riftanqe of the times 
t^ made it neceffary to g^v^e relief ip the mi^ds of a great 
i^iipiberof unirrf^tt>^4 Rerfons ; ^mBifcat has arifel in their 
mi^4^i of their getting poiToilion of the children of the 

8 poor; 
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poor ; and, thoiigh it be an ill-foimded sppr^henfkoy ^hat 
lear has been direft^d againft day-fchools, and therefore Ae 
•'biH, in ordtr to anfwcr the end propofed, muft includeday- 
fchools ; they will otherwife perceive that day-fcHools are 
carried on with innpiinity : they will perceive, that we have 
paflied an a£l: to prevent their taking childre?n of the bettdr 
fort, but hav^ left. the children of tlie lower clafs to feduQioft.; 
therefore againft his own ideas and opinion, he is forced to 
4e(ire this important word, <?r, may ftand — when the aft 
^all'be pafled, he thought the furious rage we had iately 
•feen, could not pufFibly laft any longer; people will rptuih 
to th^ir old good hnmour, and if the mafters of (chools bb- 
jiaire themfeives decetitly, quietly, and properly, it is ptt>- 
hMc that this law, like the former, which, in his opuiion 
ivas properly repealed^ may never be rcforted to. 

Lord Imham thought if the word or was continued tn 
the bill, all would be fatisfied ; and therieforelie was tgaidft 
the fiibfHtution of the particle and, inftead>t hereof. 

Lord Beauchan^xt^nkfiad, it v^as againft' his opinion tK> 
together, but he mufti fubmit to the temper of the times. ' 

Mr. Burie faid, gentlemen fhould confider how they wotiUl 
like to force proieftants into popifti fchools j )}ie:was fiire th«^ 
rwould 'not like it j and yet this principle wqs^-wrhat had been 
5:ohtended for againft the papifts-; for four-fifths of the chil- 
dren of poor popifti parents iia this country >muft go withoqt 
education : this was an improper thing ,to be donb, and 
therefore, after the ado p tic U of fuch >a principle, he could 
not attend the bill any longer* ■: 

Other amendments, and.feveral new claufes, were afters 
"^ards moved and ingrafted into -the' •bill ;.&nd amongft th^ 
^•efti one propofed by^ir.Jofeph Mawhpy,; to dedafe^ 
** That nothing in this a£b- contained (hall. .be, conftitied tb 
extend to repeal, or in any manner inidllid^te! any of the 
laws now in being refpeding papifts^ or perfons profeflhig 
the popifti religion." ' :: r.'. ! ) 

After which the Houfe was refumedy 'awitf the teportifroite 
the committee was made. . ! 1 

Jury 27- 
/ Mr. £). Hartley moved for leave to'bring in ^ bill to- \ntdk 
the crown with power to make peace tvich^Anieriau 
N' After fome debate, the Houfe divided i 

For the queftion, - . ' 0& . 

. Againft it - vk '^3 

The follov^ing is a.ci^^)f thctbiU;;.'.' . .^ 

,Drau^t 
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Draught of a propofed Bill for Conciliation with America, • 
-A Bill to inveft the Crown with fufficient powers to treaty con^ 

fuliy and finally to agree upon the means of refioring peace with. 
' the Provinces of North America. 

Whereas many unfortuiiate fubjefls of conteft, have of 
• late years fubfifted between Gre^t Britain and the feveral 
.Provinces of North America, herein after recited, viz. New 
'Hamplhire, Maffachufett's Bav, Rhode Ifland, Conne&icut, 
New York, New Jerfey, Pennfylvania, the three Lower 
Counties on Delaware, Maryland, VirginFa, North Caro- 
lina, South Carolina, and Geoi^ia, which have brought on 
the calamities of war between Great Britain and theaford^ 
faid Provinces : to the end, therefore, that the farther effufion 
lof blood may be prevented, and that peace may be reftored, 
may it pleafc your Majcfty, that it be enabled, and be it 
.cna£led, by the King's moft excellent Majefty, by and with 
ithe advice and confent of the Lords fpiritual and temporal, 
and Commons, in this prefent Parliament aflembled; and 
hj the authority of the fame ; that it (hall and may be law- 
ful for bis Majefty, by letters patent, under the great feal of 
'Great Britain, to authorife and empower any perfon or per- 
sons, to treat, confult, and finally to agree with any perfon 
JOT perfons, properly authorifed on the part of the aforefaid 
-Provinces of North America, upon the means of reftoring 
Tpeace between Great Britain, and the aforefaid Provinces 
according to the powers in this aft contained. 
, And be it further enaded, That in order to facilitate the 

J rood purpofesof this aft, his Majefty may lawfully enable any 
uch perfon or perfons, fo appointed by his Majefty's letters 
patent, as aforefaid, to order and proclaim acelTation of hof- 
^ilities, on the part of his Majefty's forces by fea and land, 
ibr any time,. and under any conditions or reftridions. 

And be. it further enafted. That in order to lay a good 
foundation for. a cordial reconciliation and lafting peace be- 
tween Great Britain and the aforefaid Provinces of North 
America, by reftoring an amicable intercourfe between the 
fame, as foon as poflible, his Majefty may lawfully enable 
any fuch perfon or perfons, fo appointed by hib Majefty 's 
letters patent, as aforefaid, to enter into, and to ratify from 
time to time, any article or articles of intercourfe and pacifi- 
cation, which article or articles, fo entered into and ratified 
from timf to time, ftiall remain in full force and efFe£k for 
the certain term ef 4en years, from the firft day of Auguft, 
one thoufancl feven hundred and eighty, 
\. . d Provided 
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Provided alfo, and be it further enaded, by the aathority ' 
aforefaidy that in order to remove any obdrudions which 
inay arife to the full and effedual execution of any article 
or articles of intercourfe and pacification, as before men- 
tioned ; that It (hall, and may be lawful for his Majefty, by 
any inftrument under bis fign. manual, counterfigned by one 
or more of his Majefty's principal fecretaries of ftate, to 
authorife and empower any fuch perfon or perfons, fo ap- 
pointed by his Majefty*s letters patent, as aforefaid, to fuC- 
p^nd for the term of ten years, from the firft day of Auguft^ 
one thoufand feven hundred and eighty, the operation and 
ciFe£l of any aft or ads of Parliament, which are now in 
force, refpefting the aforefaid Provinces of North America, 
or any claufe or claufes, provifo or provifos, in any fuch 
z8t or a£ls of Parliament contained; in as much as they, 
or any of them, may ob(lru£l the full effeft and execution 
of any fuch article or articles of intercourfe and pacification, 
which may be entered into and ratified as before mentioned, 
between Great Britain and the aforefaid Provinces of North 
America. 

And be it further enafted. That in order to edablifii 
perpetual reconcilement and peace, between Great Britain 
at^d the aforefaid Provinces ef North America, it is hereby 
required, and be it enaded, that all or any article or articles 
of intercourfe and pacification, which (hall be entered into, 
and ratified, for the certain term of ten years as before- 
mentioned, (hall from time to time be laid before the two 
Houfes of Parliament for their confideration, as the per- 
petual bafis of reconcilement 'and peace, between Great 
Britain and the aforefaid Provinces of North America; and 
that any fuch article or articles of intercourfe and pacifica- 
tion as before-mentioned, when the fame (hall have been con- 
firmed in Parliament, (hall remain in full force and tffeO, for 
ever. 

And be it further enafted. That this aft (hall continue to 
be in force until the thirty- firft day of December, one thoufand 
feven hundred and eightyi^one. 

Sir George Savile moved, " That the profecution of an 
ofFenfive war in America is moft evidently a meafure, which 
by employing our great and enormouily expenfive military 
operations againft the inhabitants of that country, prevents 
from exerting its united, vigorous, and firm efforts againft 
the powers of France and Spain ; and has no other efFeft upon 
Americdj than to continue, and thereby to encreafe, the 

enmity 
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enmity, which ho« fo long, and fo fetally fubfi (led between the 
two countries, can be produftiveof no good whatfoever, bat ■ 
by preventing conciliation, threatens the accoroplifliment off • 
the final niin of the Briufli empire." 

After a' debate the Moufe divided. 
Ayes 34. Noes 105. 

Mr. f^lhfs moved, that there be laid bdbre the Hoiife, 
for.the infpedion of members again ft next fertion, copies of 
all the proceedings that have been taken to quell the late 
diiiurbances, in fo far as the Lord Mayor and Common . 
Cbuncil of the city of London were concerned. Agreed' 
to;. 

Mr. Sawiriiige then drew the attention of the Houfe to ' 
the letters of Lord Amherft, direded to Colonel Twiflcton. 
The meafure of taking arms from the hands of the proteftanr 
fubje6ls of this metropolis, and the difcretionary orders^ 
wjiich were given to the military, were not only violent in- 
fringements of the rights of the fubjed, but were alfo in a 
great meafure the caufe of the (hocking increafe of thole 
tumults. He mentioned an inftance of this: at the time when- - 
Mt. Langdale's houfes were attacked; h6 faw 4C0 men ftSh- 
tioned at the Manfion houfe. He applied to the command* 
ing officer for a detachment of the troops, but he refufed^ • 
faying, that he was ftationed there, and he would not leave 
the place. By the orders which had been given, he was di- 
verted of his^pov^teras amagilirate ; the military a<9:ed agree- • 
abiy to their difcrevion, and not under the diredion of the 
civil magiftrate* He defired the bill of rights to be rcad^ and 
this being done, he. moved. 

ift. " That It is the undoubted right of his Majefty's pro- 
tcfllnt fubje6ls to be armed for their own defence withont 
any coorniilfwn from the crown for that purpofe." The 
pravfoosqueftion was put and carried. ■, 

2d. " That to take away arms from his Majefty's proteftant- 
fubjefts, upon pretence of their not being authorized by the 
crown to bearmed^ is contrary to law, and a violation of the 
rights of the fubjecfl: as declared by the aft of the firft of • 
William and Mary, declaring the rights and liberties of the 
fubjed, and fettling the fucceffion of the crown." The 
previous queftion was put and carried. 
yune 2S, 

Sir George Savile's bill for preventing popery, paflfed.' 

Mt. Burh faid, he had received a peution, which he held 
in his hand^^oin^^ev^al RbcRan catkoiiG f^^heol-insofteirs^ fet^ ^ 

ing 
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ing forth the grievances they would labour under if the bill 
fliould pafs into a law, and praying to be heard by counfel at 
the bar of the Houfe : a trifling debate took place, and on the 
queftion being called for, there appeared for the petition 8, 
againft it 33. 

Adjourned to July 3. 

The following is a copy of Sir George Savile's bill, after it 
had been amended in the committee. 
A bill f with the amendments] to fecure the proteftant religion 

in Great Briiain from any encroachments of popery, by 
. more efFeftually reftraining papifts, or perfons profefling 

the popifti religion, from teaching or taking upon them- 

felves the education or government of the children of 

proteftants. / 
(The words printed in Italic^ and the claufes marked (A), (BJ, 

(C), (D), and fEj, were inferted by the committee}. 

Whereas the minds of many of his Majefty's fubjefts have 
been dirquietfd, and apprehenfions of the growth of popery 
in this kingdom have been entertained, from a' belief that . 
profelytes have from time to time been made to the church 
of Rome, by the means of the boarding, educating, or teach* 
ing the children of his Majefty's proteftant iubjefts, in 
fchools and places of education kept by papifts, or perfons 
profefling the popifli religion: 

For removing fuch apprehenfions, and for the more efltc- - 
tually preventing any fuch unlawful praftices for the fuiufe, 
May it pleafe your Majefty, that it may be enadled ; and be 
it enadled, by the King's mod excellent Majefty, by and with 
the advice and confent of the Lords fpiritual and temporal, 
and Commons, in this prefent Parliiament aflembled, and by 
the authority of the fame, That from and after x\\^ firji day^ 
September y one thoufand /even hundred and ftghty^ if any papift, 
or perfon profefling the popifli religion, fhall knowingly take 
upon him or herfelf the education, leaching, inftrudion, a% 
tutor y JchoolmafieTy fchoolmijirefsy or the boarding, /^r the pur^ 
pofe of education^ of the child or children of aay of his Ma. 
jefty's proteftant fubjedls ; or if, after the tMfirft day of Sep^ 
tembery one thoufand f even hundred and eighty y anjr perfon, being 
a proteftant, ihall knowingly caufe, or fuffer his or her chilj 
or children, or any child or children entrufted to his or her 
care or guardianfliip [fuch child or children fo entrufted not 
being the iffue of popifli parents"] to be educated, taught, in- 
truded, as aforefaid. or boarded, /ir thepurpofe of education^ 

V01..XVII. I»d ^ by 
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by or wil^ any papift, oij perfon prdfciTing the popiOi reli* 
gion; every lu'cn perfon fo' offending, kh,S being la^fuljy 
convifted tHereqf, by information or ihdi£tment, fhall-, u^oa 
ftch conviftion, forfeit and pay the fiim <>f o^e hundriif pgunds^ 
arid ftich offender, fd convifled as aforefaid, fha1l alfo \^ ad- 
judged to fuffer twelve months imprifonri^iit, 

Provided alfo, and be it enafted, Tthat no luch profecution 
ihsiU be brought, except within^ calendar months after tlie 
faid offence (hall be committed. 

Qmfe f A), Provided always, and b^ itei)a4led> Tha^;no-K 
tl^io^in this aft (hall extend, or be co«(irucd to. extc»3> to 
the teaching the arts or exercifes of mjjfic, di^wiog, dancing, 
fericipg, or ridjng only, the fchool or agacfcnjy vr hfurq fiidi 
art$ or exercifiss (hall be.taugJit, an^tthengpf^ies of th^ perfens 
employed in teaching them therein, being regiQ^fid^ a£ is 
hereinafter dir<£ted, and no pfoleftftfit^cljjl^^or clfijf}f^ft -si^o 
(Hall be there taught, being peripitted t<i lodge or boa^rd ' 
therein, or in the faioe hpiufe vv{tfiany/uch,tea(:^^ b^figa 
pipift, or perfpn prpfpfling the popiflji r^Jigiop. 

' Ciaufe (B). Ajnd be it enatted, That aJl Iflu^ljf.of .a^;^^ 
mies whatfoever, where the al:|ovemeqfipne^ afjtsi ^4^. €j>t«r-r_ 
cffbs (hair be taught, and the i^^npies of.the p^rjTon^^en^qyedl^ 
in teaching therein, (hajl be regiftered.at the^quai1;cr'%^oi^, 
of the county,. city, riding, or places, ia \5pl1ich t}ici fa|d^ 
fchobls or academies (hall be kept. 

Clauje (C), Provided alfo, andhe.it ena^pd|Tlv?|nptb;ng 
herein contained fliall extendi or be conu^ecl.to ej^tfijyl^ to, 
the giving le(rons in the arts^ fciences, exercifes^ or Japgii^i^, 
in any fchool or academy kept by' a perfon or perfons oeing^ 
proteftants, or in th9 private houfe of any perfon t^ing,a prOf^; 
teft^nt, the perfons fo giviijig kffons not rcf^yling or bfc0^c|5^*g^ 
in the faid fchool, academy, or houfe, rcfpeSjvel^, 

Ciduje (P). And be it hereby further ena^led^ Thjiit.opjq^ 
nioiety of all and every the penalties to be levied by virtue of^ 
this aft, (h^ll be paid to the profecutor of fuch informattqa, 
or indi£tment, and the^ other moiety thereof, to the ppor.oj^ 
the pirlfh in which tlie faid offence {hall ;b? comii^itted. 

Clauje (Ej. Provided alfo, arit^ be it enadied,, Tlia( notl>in£,/ 
in this a£t; contained iWU be conftrued to extend to repcaJU 
of in any inanner invanj^atejj any of thf )a,vvs now in b^jg^ji^^ 
irTpeaing papifts, or perfons Rrpfel^ng the'p(?pi4i*.r<rfy^^ . 
Juhfiy and4. 

>Jq debates. ' 
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Mr. Burh prefeuted ** A bill for the more perfeSIy 
uniting to the Crown, the principality of Wales, and the 
county palatine of Chefter, and for the more commodioas 
adminiftration of juftice within the fame ; as alfo for abo- 
lifliing certain offices now appertaining thereto, for quieting 
dormant claims, afcertaining and fecuring tenant-rights, and 
for the fale of all foreft lands, and other lands, tenements, 
and hereditaments, held by his Majefty in right of the faid 
principality, or county palatine of Chefter, and for apply- 
ing the produce thereof to the public fervice." 

Mr. Hartley moved, *• That an humble addrefs be pre- 
fented to his Majefty, fetting forth with what abhorrence his 
Majefty's faithful Commons beheld the late riotous proceed- 
ings and tumults, and which being now fubfided, humbly to 
defire that his Majefty would be pleafed to order the military 
power to be again under the controul of the civil magiftratc," 
After a (hort debate the Houfe divided, Ayes 6, Noes 50. 

Julyb. 
No debate. . Adjourned to the 8th. 



\ Hod " 



The King went to the Houfe of Lords, and after a fpeech 
from the throne, both Houfcs were prorogued. And on the 
firft of September following, the Parliament was diiTolvedb 
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